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XlfrXSTIGATIOH  AITD  SUSPENSION  DOCKBT  No.  1409. 

CREOSOTE    AND    GAS-TAR    OILS    FROM    CHICAGO    AND 
ST.  LOUIS  TO  ST.  PAUL  AND  DULUTH. 


SubmitUd  Hovtn^er  IS,  J91t .    Dteided  Jatuiay  S,  Kit. 


Fropooed  increaaed  ntea  on  creoaote  dl  and  gaa-tu<nl  from  Chicago,  III.,  kud  St.  Louis, 
lit).,  to  St.  Fanl  and  Dnlnlh,  Uinn.,  (otind  jnatifiod. 

0.  A.  Hoffdder  for  respondents. 

/.  L.  SoberU,  E.  A.  Munaon,  and  John  L.  Sagaman  for  protestants. 
Bepobt  of  thb  CoioasBiQN. 

DinsiOK  3,  CoHHissiONKBS  Easticah,  Potteb,  and  Caufbbli.. 
Bt  DmsiON  3: 

B7  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  October  1,  1921,  respondents 
propose  to  increase  the  rates  on  creosote  oil  and  gas-tar  oil  from 
Chicago,  ni.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  points  taking  the  same  rates,- 
to  St.  Paul  and  Doluth,  Mimi.,  and  points  grouped  therewith,  to  tixB 
level  of  the  southbound  rates  between  the  same  points.  Upon  protest' 
of  the  Barrett  Company,  which  is  engaged  in  ihe  production  of  these 
oils  at  Chict^  and  St.  Louis,  the  schedules  were  suspended  until 
January  29, 1922.  Rates  are  stated  hereto  in  amounts  per  100  pounds. 
•  The  present  rates  and  ih»  ton-mile  earnings  thereunder  are  shown 
in  the  following  table: 
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Creosote  oil  and  gas-tar  oil  are  products  of  coal  tar  and  are  used  in 
wood  preserving.  Thej  load  heavily,  and  move  largely  in  tank  cars, 
l^e  price  of  creosote  oil  at  time  of  hearing  was  10  cents  per  gallon, 
or  S21  per  ton.     Its  value  ranges  from  $800  to  S1,000  per  car. 

The  history  of  the  rate  adjustment  is  as  follows:  Some  15  years  ago 

a  commodity  rate  of  12.6  cents  was  published  from  Chicago  and  Peoria 

to  St.  Paul;  as  increased  on  June  26, 1918,  and  August  26,  1920,  this 

rate  is  now  21  cents.    In  March,  1918,  a  plant  manufacturing  these 
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oils  WAS  built  at  St.  Louis  Park,  Minn.,  in  ihe  vicinity  of  St.  Paul,  and 
the  carriers  were  requested  to  publish  a  commodity  rate  southbound. 
Theretofore  there  had  been  no  movement  of  this  tr^c  in  that  direction. 
After  investigation  the  carriers  decided  to  publish  a  rate  of  15  cents 
from  St.  Paul  to  Chicago  and  to  increase  to  that  amount  the  north- 
bound rate  of  12.5  cents  then  in  effect,  which  latter  rate  they  regarded 
as  ."unduly  depressed."  On  March  18,  191S,  there  were  made  effec- 
tive from  St.  Paul  rates  of  15  cents  to  Chicago  and  Peoria,  and  16 
cents  to  St.  Louis,  but  before  the  necessary  fifteenth  section  applica- 
tions could  be  filed  with  us  seeking  permission  to  increase  the  north- 
bound rates  to  the  same  basis,  the  United  States  Railroad  Admin is- 
tratioD  assumed  the  initiative  in  rate  making,  and  no  further  action 
toward  increasing  these  rates  was  taken.  After  the  termination  ot 
federal  control  the  carriers  were  asked  to  reduce  the  southbound  rates 
to  the  northbound  basis.  That  application  was  denied  and  the  tariff 
item  here  under  suspension  was  later  published.  Increased  rates  to 
intermediate  points  published  at  or  about  the  same  time  by  ths 
individual  lines  were  not  suspended,  and  a  number  of  fourth  section 
violations  have  resulted.  The  record  indicates,  however,  that  there 
are  no  consuming  points  for  tiiese  products  between  Minneapolis 
and  Chicago. 

For  the  year  ending  September  I,  I92I,  one  of  the  protestants 
shipped  111  cars  of  creosote  oil  and  gas-tar  oil  from  Chicago  to 
St.  Paul,  the  averse  weight  of  which  was  80,862  pounds;  another 
protestant  for  the  period  January  1  to  June  1,  1921,  shipped  43 
cars,  averaging  72,947  pounds,  from  Curollville,  Wis.,  to  Minne- 
apolis, St.  Paul,  and  beyond;  another  protestant  in  1920  shipped 
6  cars  from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul,  and  18  cars  from  Moline,  Bl.,  to 
St.  Paul,  the  average  weight  of  which  was  in  excess  of  80,000  pounds, 
CarroUville  and  Moline  take  the  same  rates  as  Chicago  on  this  traffic. 
There  is  no  showing  of  any  movement  of  these  products  southbound 
from  the  twin  cities  or  Duluth,  and  protestants  assert  that  there  is 
no  such  movement.  Using  an  averse  weight  of  80,000  pounds, 
the  car-mile  earnings  on  creosote  oil  from  Chicago  to  St.  Paid  under 
the  present  rate  are  42.2  cents. 

Creosote  oil  is  rated  fifth  class  in  western  and  official  classification 
territories,  although  by  exceptions  to  the  classification  the  bulk  of 
the  movement  in  central  territory  is  on  rates  which  are  90  per  cent 
of  fifth  class.  The  present  commodity  rates  on  these  products  are 
the  same  as  or  lower  than  the  olass-E  rates  between  the  same  points, 
the  latter  being  the  lowest  class  rate  in  western  territory.  The  pro- 
posed rates  are  slightly  higher  than  the  claas-D  rates.  In  the  follow- 
ing table  are  shown  the  dass-E  and  fifth-class  rates,  togathtf  with  the 
percentages  which  the  present  and  proposed  commodity  rates  bear 
to  the  fifth-class  rates: 
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Baaed  od  the  classifieation  rating  and  the  so-called  Disque  scale  of 
class  rates  now  in  effect  in  central  territory,  the  rates  for  tho  dis- 
tances here  considered  would  be  as  follows:  Chicago  to  St.  Paul  32 
cents,  to  Duluth  34  cente;  St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul  37.5  cents,  to 
Dulutii  42  cents. 

Respondents  cite  rates  from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul  on  a  number  of 
commodities  moving  in  tank  cars,  of  which  the  following  ore  typical: 
Coconut  oil,  26.5  cents;  crude  glycerine,  27  cents;  com  syrup  and 
Tinegar,  29  cento;  benzine,  33  cents;  sulphuric  acid  and  lard  oil,  34 
cents.  Rates  -on  refined  petroleum  for  similar  hauls  are  cited,  some 
of  whidi  rates  were  fixed  by  us.  The  rate  from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul 
and  Duluth,  for  example,  is  33  cents,  yielding  ton-mile  earnings  of 
16.6  mills  uid  14.1  mills,  respectively. 

Respondents  refer  to  the  fact  that  mileage  must  be  paid  to  ownejs 
of  the  tank  cars  whether  the  cars  are  returned  empty  or  under  load. 
It  appears,  however,  that  one  of  the  protestants  has  a  coke  oren  mid- 
way between  Chicago  and  Minneapolis  at  which  its  cars  are  stopped 
off  and  returned  to  Chicago  loaded  with  tar.  Another  protestant 
brings  its  tank  cars  back  from  St.  Panl  to  its  plant  near  Racine, 
Wis.,  or  to  Chicago  filled  with  tar. 

Protestanto  assert  that  the  rates  on  creosote  oil  should  be  no 
higher  than  on  tar  and  pitch,  this  being,  they  claim,  the  basis  gener- 
ally prevailing  in  the  southeast.  The  rates  on  tar  and  pitch  are, 
from  Chicago  and  St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul,  17  cents  and  17.5  cents, 
respectively;  to  Duluth  they  are  20.5  cents  and  26.5  cents.  Protest- 
anto  also  show  that  the  present  commodity  rates  on  creosote  oil  in 
southern  classification  territory  from  a  number  of  producing  points 
to  consuming  points  range  from  20  per  cent  to  50.7  per  cent  of  the 
class  rates  between  the  same  points.  This  commodity  is  rated  sixth 
class  in  the  southern  classification. 

In  Lewis  Mfg.  Co.  v.  A.,  B.  A  A.  Ry.  Co.,  57  I.  C.  C,  410,  we  fo;ind 
that  a  rate  of  21  cents  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  on  creosote  oil  from 
New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Birmingham,  Ala.,  355  miles,  was  not  unrea- 
sonable. That  rate  has  since  been  subjected  to  the  general  rate 
increases  of  1918  and  1920,  and  at  present  is  33  cents. 

We  find  that  the  schedules  under  suspension  have  been  justified. 
An  order  vacating  the  order  of  suspension  and  discontinuing  the 
proceeding  will  be  entered. 
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No.  8418.' 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  LOUISIANA 

V. 

ARANSAS  HARBOR  TERMINAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
ETAL. 

SvbmUtei  March  22,  19»1.    Decided  December  11,  19Z1. 

Od  farther  hearing,  reasonable  maximum  dilTerentlalB  prescribed  oa  Bblpments 
of  wheat,  flour,  and  articles  takiDK  the  same  rates  to  and  from  points  in 
Texas  differential  terrltor;.    Former  report,  48  I.  G.  C  812. 

Clarence  E.  Oilmore  and  0.  D.  HudnaU  for  Railroad  Commission 
of  Texas. 

A.  C.  Fonda  for  defendants. 

A.  C.  Lemmgwell  for  Texas  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Waco 
Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Refobt  or  TBB  Commission  on  Fubthxh  Heabino. 
Hauj,  Commitnoner: 

These  proceedings  have  been  reopened  on  petition  of  the  defendants 
for  modification  of  out  order  of  January  22,  1918,  so  as  to  permit 
them  to  eliminate  from  item  No.  1680  of  agent  Fonda's  tariff  I.  C.  C. 
No.  89  the  exceptions  providing  for  maximum  rates  on  wheat,  flour, 
and  articles  taking  the  same  rates  to  and  from  points  in  Texas  differ- 
ential territory.  This  item  ia  now  carried  in  agent  Fonda's  I.  C.  C. 
No.  100.    Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

In  our  report  and  order  of  January  22,  1918,  48  I.  C.  C,  312,  Tie 
prescribed  the  rates  on  wheat,  flour,  and  articles  taking  the  same 
rates  to  and  from  points  in  Texas  common-point  territory.  These 
rates  as  increased  under  general  order  No.  28  and  Ex  Parte  74  are 
named  in  item  1575  of  Fonda's  I.  C.  C.  No.  100.  On  shipments  to  and 
from  points  in  differential  territory  we  also  prescribed  certain  differ- 
entials to  be  added  to  the  common-point  rates. 

•ThU  mwrt  tJM  eubnces  N«.  S918,  Ballroid  ConmlsilOB  of  LonlBlank  c.  St.  LodIb 
BonUnrcMern  BaUwmy  Canptui)'  et  «l. ;  No.  8280,  Ballroad  CMumlMlon  oT  LodIsIidi  v. 
St.  Loal*,  Su  Frudaco  4  Tcxai  Railway  Coidimdt  ct  aL  ;  aail  InTSBtlgattOD  and  Sua- 
pooaloti  Dockata  No.  TIO,  Baatara  Teiaa  Claia  Batai^  and  No,  T29,  Claaa  Ratea  to  Sbrcre- 
poii.  La. 
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The  highest  rates  prescribed  on  wheat  and  flour  to  and  from 
points  in  common-point  territory  were  19  and  22  cents,  respec- 
tively, for  distances  over  200  miles.  The  highest  differentials  were 
7.5  and  10  cents,  respectively,  for  distances  over  300  miles  in  differ- 
ential territory.  Thus,  on  a  shipment  moving  200  miles  or  more  in 
common-point  territory  and  over  300  miles  in  differential  territory, 
the  rates  would  be  26.5  and  82  cents,  respectively.  Under  general 
order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Bailroads,  rates  on  grain 
and  grain  products  were  increased  25  per  cent,  with  a  maximum 
increase  of  6  cents,  and  this  percentage  was  added  to  the  rates  to  and 
from  points  in  common-point  territory  and  also  to  the  differentials. 
The  resultant  rate  on  a  Bhipment  to  or  from  a  point  in  differentia] 
territory  theretofore  subject  to  the  26.5-cent  or  the  32-cent  rate 
would  represent  an  increase  of  more  than  6  cents. 

In  order  to  limit  this  increase  to  6  cents  an  exception  was  incor- 
porated in  item  No.  1580  setting  forth  a  formula  for  determining 
the  rates  in  effect  on  and  after  June  25,  1918.  This  exception,  as 
modified  when  the  increased  rates  authorized  under  Ex  Parte  71 
became  effective,  is  given  in  the  margin.*  At  best  the  operation  of 
this  formula  is  complicated  and  difficult  for  shippers  and  defendants' 
agents  to  understand  and  has  been  the  cause  of  much  dissatisfaction 
and  complaint. 

■  Bieaptlan.    Uailmum  Ratta  on  Floor,  Wbeat,  or  ArUdea  Taklnc  Bime  Bate, 

(1)  Where  the  Commodltr  rate  on  tlour.  Wheat,  or  krtlcla  taking  nunc  ntea,  to 
proTlded  In  Itim  No.  15TB,  or  rdaniea,  plus  tbe  Differential  proTtded  In  Item  No.  1580, 
OT  relsHiH.  eqnaU  404  centfl  or  less  the  rate  so  determined  shall  apply. 

(2)  Whera  the  Coaunodltj  rate  on  Flour,  Wheat  or  articles  laklng  siizie  rates,  as 
proTlded  In  Item  No.  1S75.  or  reliisiies,  pins  the  Differential  proTlded  In  Item  No.  1580, 
or  rtfasoes,  exceed*  101  ccnta  the  commodity  rate  tactor.  and  the  differential  lactor 
for  baling  the  thronifa  rata  shall  be  aa  shown  In  Table  of  Rates  In  ParagTHph  (3).  and 
to  the  stun  of  such  factors  S  cents  per  100  ponods  aball  be  added  to  make  the  tbraugh 
nte. 

(S)  nble  of  Bates  to  be  appUrd  as  provided  In  Paragraph  <2) : 


Batetitl)iirMentl.llj- 

The  Bala  Fao 

tor.orDiasren- 
tlai  Factor,  loi 

W!wn  the  Senara 
Rate  or  DiSe 

It  Commodity 

The  Rate  Fao 

1 
1 
134 

2*1 

a 

1 

St 

Si 

D.qilizMb,G00>^le 


6  IKTEBSTATE  COMUEBCB  COMMISSION   REFOB'TS. 

Defendants  proposed  in  their  applications  to  eliminate  this  ex- 
ception, which  would  result  in  the  straight  application  of  the  rates 
named  in  item  1575  and  the  differentials  named  in  item  1580.  It 
would  result  in  increases  on  wheat  from  0.5  cent  to  2  cents  and  on 
flour  from  0.5  cent  to  3  cents  on  shipments  to  and  from  many  points 
in  differential  territory. 

The  Bailroad  Commission  of  Texas  agreed  that  the  exception 
should  be  eliminated  but  protested  against  the  resulting  increase  in 
rates.  At  the  hearing  it  submitted  a  scale  of  differentials  to  be 
substituted  for  those  named  in  item  1580  which  are  those  preyiously 
prescribed  by  us  as  increased  under  general  order  No.  26  and  Ex 
Parte  74.    Below  are  the  two  scales : 
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Wheat. 
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The  figures  prefixed  with  an  asterisk  are  said  to  effect  no  change 
in  the  present  rates  to  or  from  points  in  differential  territory.  For 
example,  the  maximum  common-point  rate  on  flour  is  37  cents,  and 
the  maximum  differential  is  17  cents,  a  total  of  54  cents.  Under 
the  exception  in  item  1680  this  becomes  51  cents,  or  the  same  as  the 
rate  based  on  the  common-point  rate  of  37  cents  plus  the  proposed 
differential  of  14  cents.  Where  the  figures  are  not  so  prefixed  reduc- 
tions or  increases  of  0,5  cent  and  1  cent  will  result.  A  careful  check 
by  the  Texas  commis.'^ion  is  said  to  indicate  that  these  will  offset  each 
other  and  that  the  net  revenues  will  remain  substantially  the  same. 
The  representatives  of  defendants  and  the  shippers  expressed  them- 
selves as  being  satisfied  with  the  proposed  scale  and  we  see  no  ob- 
jection  to  it. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  now  before  us  we  are  of  opinion 
and  find  that  section  IV  (14)  of  our  order  of  January  22, 1918,  should 
be  modified,  in  so  far  as  it  prescribed  rates  on  wheat,  flour,  and 
articles  taking  the  same  rates  to  or  from  points  in  interstate  differ- 
ential territory,  hy  substituting  for  the  maximum  differentials  there 
prescribed,  as  subsequently  increased  under  general  order  No,  28 
and  Ex  Parte  74,  the  following  maximum  differentials  which  we  Ami 
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will  be  just  &nd  reasonable  for  moTemento  of  the  commodities  named 
between  Shreveport  and  points  in  Texas: 


Fw  iwiOi  hi  dUhmBtiii  t«rriu«r. 

Whaiturf 

am. 
|. 

if' 

Caiu. 

It  is  imderstood,  of  course,  that  the  reductions  required  in  Rates  on 
Grain,  Grain  Products,  and  Hay,  64  I,  C.  C,  85,  sre  to  be  applied  to 
the  above  differentials. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.  10856. 
UTAH  STATE  AUTOMOBILE  ASSOCIATION 

V. 

ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  &  SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY, 
DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ET  AL. 


Bubmilied  October  10, 19S0.    Decided  December  28, 19tl. 


Rates  on  refined  Kasollne,  In  carloads,  from  the  midcoatlnent  Beld,  C<dorado, 
Vfsomiiig,  and  California,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Oeden,  and  Provo,  Ulab,  found 
onreasonable.    Reasonable  rates  "prescribed. 

B.  W.  Prickett  for  complainant. 

Clifford  Thome  and  W^ter  B.  Scott  for  Western  Petroleum  Re- 
finers Association;  B.  W.  Canmchael  for  California  Petroleum  Ex- 
change and  Independent  Petroleum  Marketers  Association  of  Cali- 
fornia; and  W.  3.  FoUand  for  city  of  Salt  Lake,  interveners. 

E.  N.  Clark,  George  H.  Smith,  J.  C.  McMurray,  6.  H.  Baker, 
B.  W.  Klein,  and  /.  V.  LyU  for  defendants. 

Rbfobt  of  the  Commission. 

Division  3,  Commibsionbbs  Hall,  Eastuan,  and  CahpbeiXi. 

Eastman,  Comviisaioner: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  tiie  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner,  and  the  case  was  orally  argued.  We  have  reached 
conclusions  differing  from  those  recommended  by  him. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  alleges  by  complaint  filed  August  13, 
1919,  that  defendants'  rates  on  gasoline  and  other  refined  products 
of  petroleum,  in  carloads,  from  points  in  California,  Colorado, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and  Wyoming  to  Salt  Lake  City, 
Ogden,  and  Provo,  Utah,  are  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory, 
and  unduly  prejudicial;  and  that  their  rates  on  petroleum  crude, 
gas,  and  fuel  oils,  in  carloads,  frcmi  points  in  California  and  Wyo- 
ming to  these  destinations  unduly  prefer  the  Utah  Oil  Refining 
Company  to  the  prejudice  and  disadvantage  of  complainant.  We 
are  asked  to  establish  reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  rates  on  gaso- 
line and  other  refined  products  of  petroleum  for  the  future.    The 
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Board  of  Commissioners  of  Salt  Lake  City,  the  Weetem  Petroleum 
Befiners  Association,  the  California  Petroleum  Exchange,  and  the 
Independent  Petroleum  Marketers  Association  of  California  inter- 
vened in  complainant's  behalf.  Bates  are  stated  herein  in  cents  per 
100  pounds,  except  as  otherwise  stated,  and  do  not  include  the  gen- 
eral increases  of  1920.  The  rates  to  Salt  Lake  City,  which,  with  cer- 
tain minor  exceptions,  apply  also  to  Ogden  and  Provo,  will  be  taken 
as  representative.  Unless  otherwise  indicated  the  term  crude  oil 
will  be  understood  to  include  fuel  and  gas  oils,  and  the  term  gasoline 
as  including  other  refined  products  of  petroleum. 

The  Utah  Oil  Beflning  Company,  hereinafter  called  the  refining 
company,  operates  a  large  refinery  at  Salt  Lake  City.  It  obtains 
crude  oil  in  the  Wyoming  fields  from  the  Mid-West  Refining  Com- 
pany and  sells  all  its  commercial  gasoline  to  the  Continental  Oil 
Company.  The  last-named  company  supplies  jobbers  throughout 
the  state  of  Utah,  and  also  operates  a  large  number  of  retail  dis- 
tributing stations.  Complainant  asserts  that,  although  the  local 
product  is  of  inferior  quality  and  sold  at  an  excessive  price,  the 
spread  between  the  rates  from  California  and  Wyoming  on  crude 
and  refined  oils  is  so  great  as  to  prevent  independent  jobbers  from 
shipping  gasoline  to  Salt  Lake  City  and  selling  it  at  a  profit  in  com- 
petition with  the  Continental  Oil  Company.  It  contends  that  the 
rates  on  gasoline  from  the  California  and  Wyoming  fields  should  not 
exceed  the  corresponding  rates  on  crude  oil  by  more  than  5  cents, 
and  that  the  rates  on  gasoline  from  the  midcontinent  field  in  Kansas 
and  Oklahoma  should  not  be  more  than  20  cents  higher  than  the  gaso- 
line rates  from  the  Casper,  Wyo.,  district.  The  Western  Petroleum 
Refiners  Association,  intervener,  contends  that  the  rate  on  gasoline 
from  the  midcontinent  field  to  Salt  Lake  City  is  unreasonable,  and 
also  that  it  is  improperly  related  to  the  rates  on  crude  oil  from 
Wyoming  and  California.  It  appears  that  the  rates  on  crude  oil 
from  the  midcontinent  and  Colorado  fields  to  Utah  are  not  lower 
than  the  corresponding  rates  on  refined  oils.  Defendants  concede 
that  the  spreads  between  the  rates  on  crude  oil  and  gasoline  from 
the  California  and  Wyoming  fields  are  abnormal;  but  urge  that  the 
rates  on  gasoline  are  reasonable,  that  those  on  crude  oil  are  too 
low,  and  that  the  relationship  should  be  modified,  if  at  all,  by  in- 
creasing the  latter  rates.  They  admit  that,  considering  the  volume 
of  movement,  the  rates  on  crude  oil  yield  some  profit. 

The  rates  on  crude  oil  from  representative  points  in  California 
and  Wyoming  to  Salt  Lake  City  and  comparative  rates  between 
variotis  other  points  shown  in  complainant's  ^hibits  are  as  follows : 
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Complainant  also  calls  attention  to  relatively  lower  rates  on  crude 
oil  from  the  midcontinent  and  Wyoming  fields  to  the  east  and  south 
and  contends  that,  differences  in  traffic  and  operating  conditiona 
considered,  the  comparisons  tend  to  establish  the  reasonableness  of 
the  rates  to  Salt  Lake  City.  Defendants  endeavored  to  show  that 
many  of  the  comparative  rates  cited  by  complainant  are  depressed 
by  the  competition  of  rival  carriers  and  producing  sections  and  by 
competition  with  coal.  They  explain  that  the  rates  to  Salt  Lake 
City  on  crude  oil  were  established  to  foster  the  reSnery  and  to  induce 
the  use  of  fuel  oil  instead  of  coal  by  large  consumers. 

The  refining  company  established  a  small  plant  at  Salt  Iiake  City 
in  1009  for  refining  oil  produced  at  Spring  Valley  and  Leroy, 
Wyo.,  132  and  139  miles  distant,  from  which  points  a  rate  of  20 
cents  applied.  The  production  was  small  and  soon  ceased.  There- 
after the  refining  company  secured  crude  oil  from  Electra,  Tex., 
at  a  rate  of  55  cents,  and  from  California  at  a  rate  of  25  cents,  until 
it  became  associated  with  the  Mid-West  Kefining  Company,  which 
largely  controls  the  distribution  of  crude  oil  produced  in  the  Wyo- 
ming fields.  Upon  representation  of  the  refining  company  that  a 
reduction  in  the  crude-oil  rate  of  65  cents  from  Casper  and  Qreybull 
was  necessary  to  enable  it  to  operate,  defendants  established  rates 
of  35  and  30  cents,  respectively,  from  these  points,  effective  March 
1,  1918.  These  rates  as  well  as  all  others  on  petroleum  oils  were 
increased  25  per  cent  on  June  25,  1918.  but  shortly  thereafter  a 
uniform  increase  of  -4.6  cents  was  substituted  for  the  percentage 
increase,  resulting  in  rates  of  39.5  cents  from  Greybull  and  34.6 
cents  from  Casper.    Coincident  with  the  development  of  oil  wells 
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at  Sock  Biver  and  Fort  Steele,  rates  of  23  and  20.5  cents  were  made 
effective  from  those  points,  respectively,  on  May  9,  1919.  During 
the  year  ended  October  31, 1919,  the  movement  of  crude  oil  from  the 
Casper,  Rock  River,  and  Fort  Steele  districts  to  Salt  Lake  City 
aggregated  2,801  carloads,  of  which  572  moved  from  Fort  Steele,  290 
from  Rock  River,  and  1,939  from  Casper. 

The  rate  on  crude  oil  from  southern  California  points  to  Salt 
Lake  City  and  vicinity  was  reduced  several  years  ago  from  40  to  25 
cents  upon  the  request  of  a  large  smelting  company,  in  order  that 
the  smelters  might  profitably  use  oil  for  fuel  in  lieu  of  sliort-haul 
Utah  coal.  For  a  considerable  period  shipments  under  this  rate 
amounted  to  several  cars  daily,  but  it  is  said  that  the  smelters  now 
procure  most  of  their  fuel  oil  from  the  refining  company.  During 
the  year  ended  September  30, 1919,  only  22  carloads  of  fuel  oil  moved 
frtHQ  California  to  Salt  Lake  City  over  the  Los  Angeles  &  Salt  Lake 
route,  but  121  carloads  of  so-called  petroleum  gas,  oil  consigned  to 
the  refining  company  were  handled  over  this  route  at  the  same  rate. 
These  shipments,  complainants  assert,  consisted  of  "tops"  or  oils 
c<Hitaining  from  90  to  95  per  cent  of  gasoline.  During  the  year 
ended  June  30, 1919,  only  12  carloads  of  crude  oil  were  shipped  from 
Southern  Pacific  stations  in  California  to  Salt  Lake  City,  but  306 
carloads  of  fuel  oil  were  shipped  to  the  near-by  points  of  Garfield 
and  Arthur,  Utah. 

In  Patnfic  Creamery  Co.  v.  S.  P.  Co.,  29  I.  C.  C,  40fi,  34  I.  C.  C, 
586,  we  found  that  traffic  and  operating  conditions  between  Arizona 
and  the  Los  Angeles  and  Bakersfield  districts  in  California  were 
fairly  comparable  with  those  between  the  same  districts  and  Utah. 
Upon  second  rehearing,  42  I.  C.  C,  93,  we  prescribed  rates  on  fuel 
oil  from  these  districts  to  certain  Arizona  points  which,  adding  the 
4.5-cent  increase  made  by  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  compare 
with  the  assailed  rates  to  Salt  Lake  City,  as  follows : 
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Judged  by  this  comparison,  the  rates  to  Salt  Lake  City  from  Fort 
Steele,  Bock  Biver,  and  the  California  points  appear  somewhat  low, 
but  those  from  Casper  and  Greybull  do  not. 

The  rates  assailed  on  gasoline  and  certain  comparative  rates  shown 
of  record  are  as  follows : 
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The  rate  of  84  cents  from  Wilmington  and  other  points  in  the 
Los  Angeles  and  San  Francisco  districts  equals  the  former  fifth-class 
rate  of  79.5  cents  plus  the  uniform  increase  of  4.5  cents.  The  present 
fifth-class  rates  are  99.5  cents  from  San  Francisco  and  $1.25  from  Los 
Angeles. 

The  former  rate  of  62  cents  from  Florence  to  Salt  Lake  City  was 
approximately  62.5  per  cent  of  the  fifth-class  rate  of  98  cents  from 
the  Missouri  River  to  Salt  Lake  City,  that  being  the  usual  basis  for 
rates  from  Colorado  common  points  to  Utah. 

The  74,5-cent  rate  from  Casper  and  Greybull  reflects  the  tiniform 
increase  of  4.5  cents  in  the  commodity  rate  of  70  cents  established 
from  Casper  in  1914  and  from  Greybull  in  1916.  Prior  to  1914  the 
rate  from  Casper  was  80  cents.  The  fifth-class  combination  rate 
from  Casper  to  Salt  Lake  City  is  $1,515. 

The  rate  of  94.5  cents  from  the  midcontinent  field  is  a  blanket 
rate  applying  from  Missouri  River  territory  to  California  and  inter- 
mediate points  west  of  the  eastern  portion  of  Colorado  and  is  like- 
wise 4.5  cents  higher  than  the  rate  in  effect  prior  to  June  25,  1918. 
The  average  distance  to  Salt  Lake  City  from  a  number  of  representa- 
tive points  in  the  midcontinent  field  is  1,268  miles.  From  Cushing, 
a  typical  point,  the  same  rate  applies  to  points  in  a  territory  more 
than  1,300  miles  wide  between  Belleview,  Colo,,  689  miles,  and  San 
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Francisco,  more  than  1,900  miles  from  Gushing.    The  ton-mile  earn- 
ings from  Gushing  to  the  four  points  named  are  as  follows ; 

Tan-mtle  earntnic 

To  Belleriew,  Oolo 689  miles 27. 4  ndlla 

To  Salt  Lake  City 1, 219  miles 16.  5  mUla 

To  Reno,  NcT 1. 783  miles 10. 5  mills 

To  San  Francisco,  CaliX t,fl36  miles 9.4  loiUs 

Complainant  and  interveners  urge  that  traffic  and  operating  con- 
ditions between  Salt  Lake  Gity  and  California  are  less  favorable 
than  between  the  midcontinent  field  and  Utah,  and  that  this  situation 
justifies  a  substantial  difference  between  the  rates  from  the  midconti- 
nent field  to  Utah  and  to  California.  Their  contention  that  the  rate  on 
gasoline  from  the  midcontinent  field  to  Salt  Lake  Gity  should  not  ex- 
ceed 59.6  cents  rests  on  the  theory  that  the  rate  from  Casp«-  should  be 
5  cents  higher  than  the  corresponding  rate  on  crude  oil  and  the  rate 
from  the  midcontinent  field  20  cents  higher  than  from  Casper,  that 
being  the  usual  differential  between  rates  from  the  midcontinent 
and  Wyoming  fields.  They  observe  that  a  rate  of  80  cents  from  the 
midcontinent  field  to  Salt  Lake  City  would  yield  the  same  ton-mile 
earnings  as  a  rate  from  Rock  Biver  to  Salt  Lake  City  5  cents  higher 
than  the  crude-oil  rate  of  28  cents,  and  suggest  that  in  view  of  the 
great  disparity  in  distance  a  rate  of  59.5  cents  would  be  properly 
related  to  such  a  rate  from  Bock  River.  The  rate  from  the  mid- 
continent  field  is  43  cents  higher  to  Salt  Lake  City  than  to  Cheyenne 
and  to  Denver  and  other  Colorado  common  points.  An  exhibit  sub- 
mitted by  the  Western  Petroleum  Befiners  Association,  intervener, 
indicates  that  if  the  rates  on  gasoline  from  the  midcontinent  field 
to  Salt  Lake  Gity  bore  the  same  relationship  to  those  to  Colorado 
common  points  that  all  commodity  rates  from  the  Missouri  River 
to  Denver  bear  to  the  corresponding  rates  to  Salt  Lake  City,  the 
resulting  rate  would  be  82  cents,  and  that  if  the  comparison  were 
confined  to  commodities  rated  fifth  class,  it  would  be  81  cents.  Com- 
plainant farther  ^ows  that  the  division  accruing  to  carriers  east 
of  Ogden  out  of  the  present  joint  rate  is  approximately  48.5  cents 
and  that  the  earnings  per  car-mile,  loaded  and  empty  movement 
combined,  under  the  former  rate  of  90  cents  would  be  materially 
higher  than  defendant's  average  earnings  on  all  traffic  for  the 
year  ended  December  31, 1917,  for  an  average  haul  of  only  272  miles. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  comparisons  with  rates  on  gasoline 
between  other  points,  and  with  rates  on  crude  oil,  complainant 
offered  many  exhibits,  consisting  largely  of  operating  statistics  and 
of  comparisons  with  rates  from  the  midcontinent  field  to  eastern  and 
southern  destinations,  with  rates  on  other  commodities,  such  as 
sulphuric  acid,  nitrate  of  soda,  molasses,  etc.,  and  with  the  fifth- 
class  rates.  Tie  history  of  the  rates  assailed,  the  competitive  ele- 
ments entering  into  their  establishment,  the  difficulties  and  expensea  i 
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of  operation,  the  hazards  of  the  traffic,  the  claims  attributable  thereto, 
the  return  empty  movement  of  cars,  the  traffic  density,  etc.,  w^re 
shown  in  great  detail  by  defendants. 

Analysis  of  these  numerous  exhibits  would  unduly  extend  this 
report.  Because  of  dissimilarity  of  conditions,  the  rates  assailed 
are  not  fairly  comparable  with  those  from  the  midcontinent  field 
to  eastern  and  southern  destinations.  The  comparisons  with  fifth- 
class  rates  are  based  upon  the  adjustment  prevailing  prior  to  June 
25,  1918,  since  which  date  the  class  rates  have  been  increased  25 
per  cent,  while  the  rates  on  all  petroleum  products  have  been  uni- 
formly increased  4.5  cents.  Prior  to  these  increases  the  gasoline 
rates  from  the  midcontinent  field  and  from  Los  Angeles  to  Salt 
Lake  City,  for  example,  were  90  per  cent  and  81.1  per  cent,  respec- 
tively, of  the  fifth-class  rates.  The  present  percentages  are  76.6  and 
68.5,  respectively.  Any  relation  that  may  have  existed  prior  to 
June  25,  1918,  between  the  fifth-class  rates  and  the  commodity  rates 
on  petroleum  products  has  been  so  disturbed  as  to  make  such  com- 
parisons of  little  significance.  As  we  have  found  in  other  cases, 
moreover,  there  is  no  recognized  or  fixed  relationship  between  the 
rates  on  petroleum  products  and  the  fifth-class  rates. 

Although  the  rates  on  gasoline  from  California  and  Missouri 
Kiver  territory  to  Salt  Lake  City  are  higher  than  those  on  numerous 
other  commodities,  some  of  which  are  shipped  in  tank  cars,  defend- 
ants show  that  the  earnings  per  gross  ton-mile  on  gasolines  from 
California  are  no  higher  than  those  under  commodity  rates  on  cer- 
tain selected  articles  rated  fifth  class,  based  on  the  average  loading 
and  making  due  allowance  for  the  relative  empty-car  movement;  and 
that  they  are  lower  in  relation  to  the  rates  on  the  same  ai-ticles  than 
from  California  to  El  Paso,  Tex.,  or  to  points  in  Arizona  and  New 
Mexico. 

Typical  rates  on  refined  oils  from  California  to  points  in  Arizona 
found  not  unreasonable  in  Pacific  Creamery  Co.  v.  8.  P.  Co.,  auprOy 
to  which  have  been  added  the  4.5-cent  increase  made  by  the  Director 
Greneral  of  Railroads,  compare  with  the  assailed  rates  on  gasoline  to 
Salt  Lake  City  as  follows : 
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The  tollowiiig  table  mdicat«3  the  spread  between  the  rates  on 
cmde  oil  which  were  finally  prescribed  in  the  Pacifie  Creamery 
Case  and  the  rates  on  refined  oils  which  were  found  not  unreason- 
able in  the  same  case ; 
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As  rtated,  the  rate  westbound  from  the  midcontinent  field  and 
Missouri  River  points  is  blanketed  to  California  and  intermediate 
territory  west  of  eastern  Colorado.  The  rate  to  Spokane,  Wash., 
and  to  north  Pacific  coast  points  is  $1,095. 

In  Midcontinent  Oil  Raies,  36  I.  C.  C,  109,  we  said  at  page  123 : 

The  rate  now  la  effect  from  the  KaDsas  group  to  Salt  Lake  Git;  U  94  caita, 
and  from  tbe  Oklahoma  group  99  cents.  Both  these  rates  appear  bigh ;  ther 
are  bnt  allgbtly  less  than  the  fifth-class  basis.  There  Is  no  complaint  Dpon 
the  part  of  the  Kansas  refiners.  The  gravamen  of  the  complaint  of  the  OkU- 
boma  refiners  is  that  they  are  required  to  pay  5  cents  over  the  rate  from 
Kanaas  points.  Beyond  calling  attention  to  the  tim-mlle  eamlngs  no  erldence 
was  Introdnced  by  the  complainants  touching  the  reasonableness  of  either 
rate.  Tbe  defendants  showed  by  comparative  statements  that  the  rates  are 
tn  line  wlOi  rates  from  competing  points,  each  as  Casper  and  Lander,  In  the 
state  of  Wyomlnc,  and  Florence,  In  the  state  of  Colorado.  We  are  of  opinion 
and  M  conclude  and  find  npon  tbe  record  that  tbe  rate  from  both  points 
shonid  DOt  exceed  the  present  rate  from  the  Kansas  points.  In  other  wordSt 
in  a  distance  of  over  1,200  miles,  on  the  aTerage,  a  dlfferoitlal  In  tbe  Kansas 
ratee  over  the  Oklahoma  rates  shonid  not  be  maintained. 

Prior  to  our  decision,  however,  the  carriers  had  voluntarily  re- 
duced the  rates  from  both  fields  to  90  cents,  that  being  the  rate  to 
the  California  terminals.  The  rate  to  Salt  Lake  City  from  Lander 
was  then  80  cents  and  from  Casper  75  cents,  but  each  of  these  rates 
was  reduced  5  cents  shortly  thereafter.  The  rate  from  Florence  was 
62  cents.  In  Cidmera  Co,  v.  A.,  T.  &  8.  F.  By.  Co.,  60  I.  C.  C,  90, 
we  found  that  the  rates  charged  on  certain  shipments  from  points 
in  the  midcontinent  field  to  Salt  Lake  City  between  September  17, 
1913,  and  July  14,  1915,  were  unreasonable,  as  alleged,  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  the  rate  of  90  cents  to  the  California  terminals, 
and  awarded  reparation  on  that  basis.  This  finding  was  based 
lar^ly  upon  the  paragraph  quoted  above  from  Midcontinent  OH 
Ratet,  supra.  Defendants  urge  that  in  view  of  our  findings  in  these 
cases  and  of  the  fact  that  there  has  been  no  substantial  change  in 
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relationships,  it  must  follow  that  the  present  rates  from  the  mid- 
continent,  Wyoming,  and  Colorado  fields  are  reasonable. 

The  facts  of  record  showing  the  volume  of  movement  of  crude  and 
refined  oils  from  the  several  fields  t«nd  to  suhstantiate  complainant's 
allegation  that  sales  of  gasoline  in  Salt  Lake  City  are  practically  re- 
stricted to  the  product  of  the  refining  company.  The  receipts  of 
crude  oil  aggregate  many  hundreds  of  carloads  annually,  but  the 
movement  of  gasoline  is  negligible.  The  two  independent  jobbers 
in  Salt  Lake  City  procure  their  gasoline  from  the  Continental  Oil 
Company.  In  former  years  one  of  them  purchased  gasoline-  in  the 
midcontinent  field  and  in  California. 

The  spread  between  the  rates  on  crude  oil  and  gasoline  from  the 
California  and  Wyoming  fields  ranges  from  35  to  54.3  cents.  In  Mul- 
cotUinent  Oil  Rates,  supra,  we  found  that  rates  of  15  and  20  cents 
on  low-grade  oils  would  be  reasonable  from  the  midcontinent  field 
to  St.  Louis  and  Chicago,  respectively,  as  compared  with  correspond- 
ing rates  of  20  and  25  cents,  respectively,  on  the  higher-grade  oils, 
and  stated  that  *'  what  we  have  found  with  respect  to  rates  on  the 
lower  grades  of  oil  when  shipped  to  St.  Louis  and  Chicago  should 
be  applied  in  just  relationship  to  other  points."  In  various  later 
cases  involving  rates  from  the  midcontinent  field  the  same  differ- 
ential of  5  cents  between  the  rates  on  the  crude  and  the  refined  oils 
has  been  prescribed.  As  has  already  appeared,  however,  the  differ- 
entials which  were  in  effect  approved  in  the  Pcunfic  Creamery  Case 
were  far  greater.  In  Great  FaUs  Gaa  Co.  v.  C,  B.  dc  Q.  R,  R.  Co., 
50  I.  C.  C,  357,  we  found  reasonable  a  rate  of  45  cents  on  crude, 
fuel,  and  other  heavy  petroleum  oils  from  Cowley  and  GreybuU, 
Wyo.,  to  Great  Falls,  Mont.,  294  and  337  miles,  respectively.  The 
coiitemporaneous  rate  on  refined  oils  was  60  cents.  In  an  earlier  case. 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Montana  v,  C,  B.  dk  Q.  R.  R. 
Co.,  Docket  No.  5448,  unreported,  we  held  that  rates  of  80  cents  on 
heavy  oils  and  60  cents  on  light  oils  from  Cowley  to  Great  Falls  were 
not  unreasonable;  and  in  Mutual  OH  Co.  v.  C,  B.  c6  Q.  R.  R.  Co.^ 
88  I.  C.  C,  221,  we  prescribed  thoae  rates  from  Cowley  to  Coffee 
Creek  and  Highwood,  Mont.,  256  and  322  miles,  respectively. 

Summarizing  the  situation,  there  exists  at  Salt  Lake  City  a  spread 
between  the  assailed  rates  on  gasoline  and  the  corresponding  rates 
on  crude  oil  which  in  some  cases  is  far  in  excess  of  the  spread  ap- 
proved in  the  Midcontinent  Oil  Case.  Defendants  concede  that  from 
California  and  Wyoming  fields  this  spread  is  abnormal  and  ought 
to  be  reduced,  but  think  this  should  be  accomplished  by  raising  the 
crude-oil  rates,  which,  they  say,  are  too  low.  It  appears,  however, 
that  the  latter  are  not  far  out  of  line  with  the  crude-oil  rates  pre- 
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scribed  in  the  Pacific  Creamery  CasCy  although  they  are  undoubtedly 
low  in  certain  instances.  On  the  other  hand,  the  spread  between 
the  gasoline  and  the  crude-oil  rates  at  Salt  Lake  City  does  not  ex- 
ceed the  spread  which  was  in  effect  approved  in  the  Pacific  CTeam- 
ery  Case;  the  assailed  gasoline  rates  compare  favorably  with  the 
gasoline  rates  which  were  found  not  unreasonable  in  that  case ;  end 
the  gasoline  rate  from  the  midcontinent  field  to  Salt  Lake  City  is  at 
the  level  which  was  not  condemned  in  the  Midcontinent  OH  Case  or 
later  in  the  Cxdmers  Case. 

Examination  of  the  decision,  however,  shows  that  the  real  issue  in 
the  MidconttTient  OU  Case,  so  far  as  the  rates  to  Salt  Lake  City  were 
concerned,  was  whether  the  rates  from  Oklahoma  and  from  Kansas 
should  be  the  same,  and  toward  this  issue  rather  than  toward  the 
level  of  the  rates  the  evidence  was  directed.  Nor  does  it  appear  that 
the  relationship  between  the  gasoline  and  crude-oil  rates  received 
consideration  in  the  Pacific  Creamery  Case;  and  the  evidence  in  that 
case  was  deemed  insufficient  to  justify  a  reduction  in  the  rates  on 
refined  oil  because  of  comparisons  with  the  rates  on  other  com- 
modities rated  fifth  class,  although  crude  oil  as  well  as  refined  oil  is 
so  rated.  On  the  other  hand,  the  fact  that  in  the  Midcontinent  OU 
Case,  and  in  subsequent  cases  which  have  followed  it,  a  differential 
of  5  cents  was  established  between  the  rates  on  crude  and  refined 
oils  does  not  warrant  the  conclusion  that  this  should  be  the  differ- 
ential under  all  circumstances  and  particularly  where  the  rates  are 
larger  in  amount. 

We  are  impressed  by  the  evidence  in  this  case  that  gasoline  does 
not  move  to  Salt  Lake  City  in  any  substantial  quantities  upon  the 
rates  now  in  effect.  The  maintenance  of  rates  at  a  high  level  is 
obviously  of  no  direct  advantage  to  the  carriers  where  the  traffic 
fails  to  move.  And  we  are  also  impressed  by  the  fact  that  no  good 
reason  has  been  shown  for  blanketing  the  rate  of  94.5  cents  from  the 
midcontinent  field  all  the  way  from  San  Francisco  to  points  in  west- 
em  Colorado.  This  rate,  as  applied  to  Salt  Lake  City,  compares 
unfavorably  with  the  rate  of  51.5  cents  which  is  charged  to  Denver, 
Cheyenne,  and  other  Colorado  common  points.  Upon  consideration 
of  ^1  the  facts  of  record  we  think  the  evidence  shows  that  the  rates 
on  gasoline,  using  the  word  in  its  literal  sense,  from  the  midconti- 
nent, Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  California  fields  to  Salt  Lake  City 
and  related  points  are  unreasonable.  Little  evidence  was  offered 
concerning  the  rates  on  refined  products  of  petroleum  other  than 
gasoline,  and  there  is  no  basis  for  a  conclusion  that  these  rates  are 
unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful.  A  reduction  in  the  rates  on 
gasoline  will  decrease  the  present  abnormal  spread  between  the  gaso- 
line rates  and  the  crude-oil  ratee.    While  it  may  still  remain  greater 
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than  normal  because  of  the  low  level  of  certain  of  the  latter  rates,  we 
are  not  persuaded  that  the  gasoline  rates  can  on  that  account  be 
found  unduly  prejudicial  to  complainants  or  the  crude-oil  rates 
unduly  preferential  of  the  Utah  Oil  Refining  Company.  The  rais- 
ing of  the  crude-oil  rates  would  not  benefit  complainants  in  any  way. 

We  find,  therefore,  that  the  rates  assailed  are  not  unjustly  dis- 
criminatory, unduly  prejudicial,  or  unduly  preferential,  but  that  the 
rat«s  assailed  on  gasoline,  in  carloads,  are,  and  for  the  future  wiU  be, 
unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  or  may  exceed  $1  per 
100  pounds  from  the  midcontinent  field,  55  cents  per  100  pounds  from 
Florence,  Colo.,  65  cents  per  100  pounds  from  Casper,  Wyo.,  69  cents 
per  100  pounds  from  Greybull,  Wyo.,  75  cents  per  100  pounds  from 
Wilmington,  Calif.,  and  points  grouped  therewith,  and  81  cents  per 
100  pounds  from  Boaz,  Calif.,  and  points  grouped  therewith.  The 
rates  so  prescribed  take  into  consideration  the  general  increases 
authorized  by  us  in  Increased  Rates,  1920,  58  I.  C.  C,  220. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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iNTEgTTQATION  AND  SuSPEKSION  DOCKBT  No.  1410. 

GRAIN  AND  GRAIN  PRODUCTS  FROM  MEMPHIS,  TENN., 
ORIGINATING  BEYOND,  DESTINED  TO  CAROUNA 
TERRITORY. 


BubmiUed  October  t9,  19tl.    Decided. December  SO,  19tl. 


Proposed  Increased  carload  nod  less-tban-carload  rates  on  sraln  aod  grain  prod- 
acts  from  Memphis,  Teon^  to  Carolina  territory,  wben  originating  in  Ar- 
kansas, OUahoma,  Texas,  and  Louisiana,  found  Justified.  Order  of  suspen- 
sion vacated  and  proceeding  discontinued. 

B.  L.  TTo/ier,  Edward  D.  Mohr,  and  W.  L.  Nichol  for  respondents. 

/.  B.  Mctrinvia  for  protestant. 

R.  L.  Callahan  and  A.  F.  Vondegrift  for  Louisville  Board  of 
Trade;  B.  J.  DruiiMnond  for  Cincinnati  Grain  &  Hay  Exchange; 
Ray  Williams  for  Cairo  Board  of  Trade;  Charles  Rippin  for  Mer- 
chants Exchange  of  St.  Louis;  and  Charles  D.  Jones  for  Nashville 
Grain  Exchange. 

Rbpobt  or  THE  Commission. 
Division  1,  CoHHiasioNEBS  McChobd,  Aitchison,  and  Lewis. 
AiTCHisoN,  Commisaioner: 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  October  1,  1921,  respondenta 
proposed  a  revision  of  the  rates  on  grain  and  grain  products,  in 
carloads  and  less  than  carloads,  from  all  the  Ohio  and  Mississippi 
river  crossinge  to  local  and  junction  points  in  Carolina  territory,  and 
to  local  and  junction  points  in  Atlanta  territory  (sometimes  called 
Carolina  territory  south  of  the  Walhalla  line)  as  described  in  agent 
F.  L.  Speiden's  I.  C.  C.  No.  501.  The  revision  contemplated  both 
reductions  and  increases  in  rates,  but  as  a  whole  the  reductions  more 
than  offset  the  increases.  Included  in  the  revision  were  certain  in- 
creases in  the  carload  and  les»-than-carload  rates  from  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  to  local  and  junction  points  in  Carolina  territory,  on  grain 
and  grain  products  originating  in  Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and 
Louisiana,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  southwest.  Upon  protest 
of  the  Memphis  Merchants  Exchange  these  rates  were  suspended 
until  January  29,  1922,  but  the  remainder  of  the  schedule  became 
effective  October  1,  1921.  The  Nashville  Grain  Exchange  also 
appeared  in  opposition  to  the  changes  proposed,  while  the  Merchants 
Exchange  of  St.  Louis,  the  Cairo  Board  of  Trade,  the  Louisville 
66i.ca 
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Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Cinciimati  Grain  &  Hay  Exchange  appeared 
in  support  of  the  proposed  rates. 

The  level  of  the  rates  on  the  respective  commodities  involved 
varies  somewhat,  depending  upon  the  commodity  desciiption,  but 
a  fixed  relationship  is  observed.  For  the  purposes  of  this  report  we 
need  only  consider  rates  applying  in  carloads,  on  *'  Grain  and  Grain 
Products,  rated  class  D  in  Southern  Classification," 

When  the  rates  from  the  river  crossings  to  points  in  Carolina 
territory  were  originally  established  little  surplus  grain  was  pro- 
duced in  the  southwest.  Respondents  considered  only  the  move- 
ment from  the  northwest,  which,  including  Illinois,  was  and  is  the 
center  of  the  grain  production  in  the  United  States.  As  the  dis- 
tances from  the  primary  grain  markets  on  the  Missouri  Biver  to  the 
Carolina  territory  are  substantially  the  same  by  way  of  all  the 
Ohio  and  Mississippi  river  crossings,  from  Memphis  to  Cincinnati, 
inclusive,  the  rates,  by  adjustment  of  the  factors  south  and  east 
of  the  crosangs,  are,  and  for  many  years  have  been,  equalized 
through  the  various  gateways.  Thus  there  has  resulted  the  ob- 
servance of  a  differential  in  the  rates  from  Memphis  under  the  LouiB- 
ville-Cincinnati  rates.  Disturbances  in  this  adjustment,  occasioned 
by  the  increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General 
of  Railroads,  were  accentuated  by  the  later  increases  authorized  by 
us  on  July  29,  1920,  but  we  directed  the  carriers  promptly  to  restore 
the  former  equalization.  The  object  of  ^e  revision  was  to  accom- 
plish that  purpose  as  to  traffic  originating  in  this  northwest  or  equal- 
ization territory.  With  minor  exceptions,  unnecessary  here  to  be 
mentioned,  the  through  rates  from  points  in  that  territory  to  the 
Carolinas  are,  in  so  far  aa  is  disclosed  by  the  record,  the  same  via 
all  gateways. 

Respondents  decided  to  correct  simultaneously  with  the  revision 
from  the  northwest  what  they  regarded  as  an  unjustifiable  situation 
which  existed  so  far  as  concerned  the  rates  from  Memphis  to  points 
in  Carolina  territory,  on  traffic  from  the  southwest.  The  rates  from 
Memphis  to  the  Carolinas  applicable  on  grain  and  grain  products 
from  equalization  territory  have  for  some  years  applied  also  on  the 
traffic  when  originating  in  the  southwest.'  The  aggregate  produc- 
tion of  grain  in  Texas  and  Oklahoma  in  1920  represents  an  increase 
of  almost  200  per  cent  over  the  aggregate  production  of  those  states 
in  1911.  Respondents  maintain  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  equal- 
izing the  rates  on  grain  from  the  southwest  as  between  Memphis 

■  A  distinction  wis  obBerred  Id  the  tirElIa  >■  between  Ihe  rata  from  Ueinphlt  tft 
Nortb  Oralfna  «sd  South  CarollDa.  To  polnta  In  Soatti  Carallna,  the  eguilliatlan  rat* 
tpptl^  "fram  Uemphla,  Tcdb.,  both  proper  end  from  bejonil."  while  to  pnlnti  In  North 
Carolina  It  waa  pabllsbed  aa  a  proportional  rale  on  trnOc  orlglDatlns  "beyond  Uempbia," 
■Dd  a  fiat  rata,  wUcb  waa  bi|ber,  appUed  Iroa  Uenipbla  "  propet." 
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and  the  gateways  north  thereof,  since  the  combination  on  Memphis 
will  always  be  less.  They  also  maintain  that  the  equalization  rate  is 
not  the  proper  measure  to  be  applied  on  traffic  from  the  eouthwest. 
They  therefore  published  two  Memphis  rates:  one,  a  proportional 
rate,  to  apply  on  traffic  from  equalization  territory;  and  the  other, 
a  local  and  proportional  rate,  to  apply  on  traffic  from  Memphis 
proper  and  from  the  southwest.  As  now  published  the  equalization 
rates  also  apply  from  Memphis  on  traffic  originating  east  of  that 
point,  but  respondents  say  that  in  the  revision  it  was  intended  to 
restrict  their  application  to  traffic  from  equalization  territory,  and 
that  the  tariffs  will  be  amended  accordingly.  The  table  below  shows 
the  changes  under  the  revision  in  the  rates  from  the  crossings,  Mem- 
phis and  north,  to  Charlotte,  N.  C,  a.  representative  destination 
point,  applicable  on  traffic  from  equalization  territory.  Rates  here- 
inafter referred  to  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Id  effect  EffocU** 

Fram—  Sept.  30, 1S21.       Oct  1, 1921. 

St  Louis ^9. 5  cents.        61      cents. 

dnclnnatl-Lou  la  vlUe- _____..„__„____„ .44      cents.        44      cents. 

E vans vl lie-Cairo ■•..— .._. 46. 5  cents.        47.  K  cents. 

Memphis 41.6  cents.        41      cents. 

Some  reductions  and  some  increases  resulted.  The  rate  from 
Memphis  was  reduced  0.5  cent,  and  the  present  differential,  Mem- 
phis under  the  Louisville-Cincinnati  group  rate,  is  8  cents.  The 
rates  stated  as  effective  October  1,  1921,  also  apply  through  the 
respective  gateways  on  traffic  from  the  southwest,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  Memphis.  The  rate  now  applicable  from  Memphis  both  on 
traffic  originating  at  that  point  and  on  proportional  traffic  from  the 
southwest  is  41.5  cents;  and  respondents  propose  47.5  cents,  the  same 
rate  as  is  now  applied  through  the  Evansville-Cairo  gateways. 

The  following  tables,  reproduced  from  respondents'  exhibits,  show 
the  present  and  proposed  rates  through  Memphis  to  Charlotte  from 
Oklahoma  City  and  Fort  Worth,  representative  points  of  origin  in 
Oklahoma  and  Texas,  respectively,  compared  with  rates  through 
the  other  crossings  and  with  the  rates  from  Memphis  applicable  on 
traffic  from  equalization  territory: 
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The  present  rate  from  Memphis,  on  traffic  originating  in  equaliza- 
tion territory,  is  3  cents  under  the  Louisville-Cincinnati  group  rate, 
and  by  reason  of  our  suspension  order  the  equalization  rate  in  effect 
from  Memphis  prior  to  October  1,  1921,  is  now  applicable  on  traflSc 
originating  in  the  southwest.  The  proposed  rate  from  Memphis  on 
such  traffic  is  3.5  cents  higher  than  the  Louisville-Cincinnati  group 
Tat«,  or  6.5  cents  higher  than  the  present  rate  from  Memphis  on 
grain  from  equalization  territory.  It  may  also  be  noted  that  the 
proposed  rate  is  6  cents  higher  than  the  rate  which  is  now  effective 
by  reason  of  the  suspension  order.  The  rates  on  classes  and  com- 
modities generally  to  points  in  Carolina  territory  are  higher  from 
Memphis  than  from  Louisville  and  Cincinnati,  the  distance  from 
Memphis  being  gr.eater  than  from  those  crossings. 

In  justification  of  the  rates  proposed,  respondents  rely  largely 
upon  comparisons  of  these  rates  with  the  rates  on  the  same  com- 
modities from  various  other  gateways  to  the  same  destinations.  For 
illustration,  they  show  the  following  rates  and  distances: 


To  Charlotte  from— 


dndDDfttl.. 
LooISTlUe.. 


Dlataoce.  Bate. 

BSD  mllea.  44      cents. 

Ml  miles.  44     ceata. 

E>TBiiBTlUe<;alro 688  mtles  <BTer).  47.6  cents. 

Metnphia 686  miles.  47.5  centa. 

The  rates  under  consideration  apply  to  135  junction  points  in  the 
Carolinas.  To  these  points  the  average  of  the  short-line  distances 
from  the  respective  crossings  is  597  miles  from  Cincinnati,  602  miles 
from  Louisville,  728  miles  from  Evansville,  789  miles  from  Cairo, 
and  735  miles  from  Memphis;  or  an  average  from  Memphis  of  only 
24  miles  under  the  average  from  the  Evansville- Cairo  group.  The 
present  rate  of  41.5  centa  applicable  from  Memphis  on  southwestern 
grain  is  6  cents  lower  than  the  Evansville-Cairo  rate,  and  in  view 
of  the  substantially  equal  mileage,  respondents  assert  that  there 
is  no  justification  for  a  difference  in  those  rates. 
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There  are  49  junction  points  in  the  Carolinas,  to  which  the  rate 
proposed  from  Memphis  is  47.5  cents.  The  short-line  distance  via 
Torkable  routes  from  Memphis  to  such  points  varies  from  538  to 
92j}  miles.  Respondents  contrast  these  rates  with  the  rates  from 
the  northern  crossings  to  numerous  points  in  Georgia,  Alabama,  and 
Florida,  which,  with  few  exceptions,  are  the  same  as  or  higher  than 
the  rates  proposed,  although  the  distances  shown  from  the  northern 
crossings  to  the  southeastern  points  vary  from  382  to  751  miles. 
The  rates  now  applicable  from  New  Orleans  to  points  in  the  Caro- 
linas and  the  southeast,  distance  considered,  are  also  on  a  some- 
what higher  basis  than  the  rates  here  proposed. 

On  traffic  from  Fort  Worth  to  Charlotte,  a  rate  of  47.5  cents  is 
proposed  from  all  crossings  Memphis  and  south.  Moreover,  the 
throu^  rates  via  all  such  crossings  are  the  same.  Beepondents 
contend  that  equalization  of  rates  on  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma  grain 
is  unnecessary,  as  the  lowest  combination  makes  on,  and  the  traffic 
moves  through,  Memphis,  but  that  the  equalization  on  Texas  grain 
should  be  through  the  lower  Mississippi  River  crossings.  The  rates 
from  Texas  to  those  crossings  are  generally  the  same.  In  the  re- 
vision the  proportional  rates  from  Vickshurg  and  Natchez,  Miss., 
and  New  Orleans  are  made  the  same  as  the  local  rate  from  Mem- 
phis. If  the  suspended  rates  become  effective,  the  through  rates  by 
way  of  Memphis  from  the  southwest  territory  will  be  as  low  as  or 
lower  than  by  way  of  any  crossing,  and  lower  than  by  way  of  any 
crossing  north  of  Memphis.  Respondents  contend  that  if  the  equali- 
zation on  southwestern  grain  is  to  he  continued  and  the  proposed 
rktes  do  not  become  effective,  a  reduction  in  the  existing  rates  from 
the  lower  crossings  wUl  be  imperative.  The  relative  adjustment  by 
way  of  Memphis  and  the  southern  crossings  prior  to  the  revision  is 
not  fully  disclosed,  though  with  certain  exceptions  it  appears  that 
the  aggregate  rates  were  the  same  from  Fort  Worth  to  Charlotte. 

Parties  appearing  in  support  of  the  proposed  schedules  point  out 
that  prior  to  the  publication  of  the  tariff  in  question  tlie  various  dif- 
ferentials now  proposed  were  considered  in  conferences  between  their 
representatives  and  the  Memphis  protestant  and  agreed  to  by  all  such 
interests  except  such  protestant  The  claim  is  made  that  Memphis 
frequently  undersells  certain  of  these  gateways  in  the  Carolinas.  The 
industries  which  suffered  from  such  competition  were  unadvised 
as  to  the  origin  of  the  grain,  but  argue  that  the  effect  of  applying  the 
equalization  rate  from  Memphis  on  all  traffic  is  to  displace  grain 
shipments  from  equalization  territory  with  grain  from  the  south- 
west. They  contend  that  they  have  had  little  opportunity  to  com- 
pete in  the  Carolinas  on  southwestern  grain,  that  their  disadvan- 
tage should  not  be  unduly  iscreased,  and  that  if  it  is  proper  to  apply 
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a  assessed,  during  federal  control,  on  stone,  Id  carloads,  from  points 
on  the  lines  of  tLe  Chicago,  ludianapnlls  &  Louisville  and  the  Chicago,  Terre 
Haute  &  Southeastern  railwaTS  In  the  Indiana  limestone  district  to  various 
destlDationB,  found  unreasonable  to  tlie  extent  that  the  charges  collected 
for  the  preliminary  aervlces  from  quarries  to  mills  and  similar  movements 
exceeded  those  herein  found  reasonable  daring  such  period.  Beparatlon 
awarded. 
2.  Present  through  charges  applicable  to  interstate  movements  not  found  unrea- 
sonable or  otherwise  unlawfuL 

Walter  E.  McComack,  W.  E.  Clark,  C.  G.  Creightan,  and  B.  H, 
Bieze  for  complainants. 

Johai  F.  Finerty  and  Royal  McKenna  for  Director  General  of 
Railroads. 

William  F.  Peter  for  Chicago,  Terre  Haute  &.  Southeastern  Rail- 
way Company  and  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company. 

C.  C.  nine  for  Chicago,  Indianapolis  &  Louisville  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

Report  of  the  Cohmissioit. 
DlTIBION  1,  CoUMISSlONERS  McChoRD,  AitCHISON,  AMD  LeWIS. 
Lewis,  CoTnmissioner : 

Exceptions  were  Eled  by  the  complainants  to  the  report  proposed 
by  the  examiner  and  the  cases  were  orally  argued.  We  have  reached 
conclusions  which  differ  in  certain  respects  from  those  recommended 
by  him. 

These  two  cases  were  consolidated  for  hearing  and  will  be  dis- 
posed of  in  one  report.  Complainants,  corporations  engaged  in 
the  stone  business,  with  quarries  or  mills  in  the  Indiana  limestone 
district,  allege  that  defendants'  charges  for  certain  bo- called  pre- 
liminary carload  movements  of  stone  within  that  district  before  ship- 
ment to  final  destinations,  and  the  through  charges  of  which  they 

■  Ttili  rrport  mlm  embraces  No.  I13S0.  tnriitli  Stone  CotupauT  v.  Olrectoi  OenenI,  ti 
JkEBDt,  ChlciKS,  IndUDapolIa  4  IiOiUavUle  RallwBf  ComiHuij,  et  al, 

66  I.  C.  C. 


BEDFORD  err  STOBS   CO.  V.   DIBECTOR  O&NERAL.  27 

are  components,  were  and  are  unreasonable  and,  as  to  one  of  the 
preliminary  movements,  unduly  prejudicial.  The  prayer,  as 
amended  subsequent  to  the  hearing,  is  for  reparation  on  shipments 
moving  during  the  period  of  federal  control  subsequent  to  June  24, 
1918,  and  the  establishment  of  reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  rates 
and  charges  for  the  future. 

The  deposits  of  the  Indiana  limestone  district  lie  wholly  within 
that  state  and  extend  north  and  south  from  Gosport  to  Salem,  ap- 
proximately 75  miles  along  the  Chicago,  Indianapolis  &,  Louisville 
Railway,  heireinafter  called  the  Monoo,  and  east  and  west  a  dis- 
tance of  16  miles  along  the  Chicago,  Terre  Haute  A  Southeastern 
Bailway,  hereinafter  called  the  Southeastern.  The  lines  of  these 
carriers  intersect  at  Bedford,  which  is  approximately  in  the  center 
of  the  district.  The  district  is  also  served  by  the  Illinois  Central 
and  the  Baltimore  &.  Ohio  Southwestern  railroads.  At  present  the 
operations  are  confined  to  the  territory  extending  from  Bedford 
north  to  Stinesrille,  38  miles. 

The  quarries,  with  few  exceptions,  are  not  located  on  the  carriera' 
main  lines,  but  at  points  reached  by  spurs  owned  by  the  carriers. 
The  preliminary  movements  are  single-line  or  two-line  hauls  by  the 
Monon  and  the  Southeastern.  The  term  intraplant,  as  herein  used, 
refers  to  movements  within  the  same  quarry,  and  the  term  intradis- 
trict  to  movements  within  the  district  but  not  within  the  same 
plant.  While  the  complaints  set  forth  16  different  preliminary 
movements,  they  may  be  summarized  as  follows : 

No.  1 :  From  quarry  to  a  mill  ( intradistrict) .  The  average  haul  of 
the  shipments  under  this  move  is  shown  as  6.6  miles. 

No.  2 :  From  quarry  to  stacking  pile  or  mill  within  the  same  quarry 
(intraplant) .  The  distances  are  said  to  range  from  a  few  hundred 
feet  to  0.6  mile. 

Nos.  3,  8(a),  8(b),  and  3(c) :  Movements  of  waste  stone  or  by- 
product resulting  from  the  quarrying,  scabbling,  or  milling  of  the 
stone.  These  movements  are  said  to  range  from  a  few  hundred  feet 
to  several  miles  and  may  be  either  intraplant  or  intradistrict. 

Nos.  4,  4(a),  and  4(b) :  From  mill  to  mill.  This  involves  a  move- 
ment of  stone  from  one  mill  to  another  for  farther  treatment  The 
hauls  are  from  1  to  several  miles. 

Effective  June  2C,  1918,  the  charges  for  these  respective  prelimi- 
nary services  were  increased  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General  of  Railroads  in  various  amounts ;  in  the  majority 
of  cases,  2  cents  per  100  pounds.  General  order  No.  28  also  estab- 
lished charges  for  certain  services  for  which  none  existed  prior  to 
June  25, 1918.  On  September  21,  1918,  aud  at  subsequent  dates  dur- 
ing federal  control  these  charges  were  reduced.    Complainants  ask 
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reparation  on  numerous  shipments  made  during  the  period  the  bighw 
charges  were  in  effect  on  the  basis  of  the  tower  charges  subsequently 
flStabUshed. 

The  folloiring  table  ^ows  the  charges  for  the  different  movements 
in  effect  prior  to  June  25, 1918;  those  which  became  effective  on  that 
date;  and  the  charges  established  on  September  21  and  at  subeequent 
dates  during  federal  control : 
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The  charges  shown  effective  September  21, 1918,  and  at  subsequent 
dates  during  federal  control  continued  in  effect  until  August  26. 
1920,  when  they  were  increased  in  amounts  authorized  by  us  and 
with  few  exceptions  these  are  the  charges  now  in  effect.  For  ex- 
ample, where  the  charges  were  $2.50  and  $6  per  car  on  September 
21,  1918,  and  at  subsequent  dates  during  federal  control,  they  are 
now  $3.50  and  $7  per  car,  respectively. 
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The  most  important  move,  which  embraced  the  majority  of  the 
shipments,  is  Ko.  1.  The  charges  shown  for  this  move  apply  only 
on  shipments  subsequently  receiving  a  line-haul  movement  out  of 
the  district,  and  effective  May  5,  1918,  this  restriction  was  also 
made  applicable  to  the  charges  under  move  No.  2.  With  respect  to 
the  other  moves,  the  charges  were  and  are  unrestricted  in  their 
application.  As  stated,  complainants  ask  reparation  on  the  basis 
of  the  charges  subsequently  established  during  federal  control. 
They  admit  the  reasonableness  of  the  subsequently  established,  as 
well  as  the  present,  charges  for  the  preliminary  services  when  inde- 
pendently considered,  but  on  the  theory  that  the  outbound  rates, 
which  were  also  increased  2  cents  per  100  pounds  on  June  25,  1918, 
carry  a  sum  of  approximately  3  cents  per  100  pounds  as  special 
compensation  to  the  initial  carrier  for  the  preliminary  services,  they 
request  that  for  the  future  the  charges  for  such  services  be  reduced 
to  mere  nominal  amounts.  Their  contention  is  that  they  are  now 
paying  twice  for  the  preliminary  services.  In  support  of  their  con- 
tention they  cite,  among  other  things,  OakUy  di  Son  v.  C,  T.  H.  db 
S.  E.  Ry.  Co.,  44  I.  C.  C,  488,  wherein,  at  page  490,  we  said : 

At  tbe  tnceptlon  of  the  stone  basiness  In  the  Bedford  district  the  quairleB 
were  served  by  Independent  Bhort  lines  of  railroad  which  charged  S  cents 
for  their  service  prior  to  dellveir  of  the  shipments  to  the  line-haul  carriers. 
Snbeeqnentlr  tbeae  Independent  lines  were  absorbed  by  the  llne-haol  carriers 
and  tbe  rates  which  were  fonnerlr  received  by  the  Independent  lines  were 
added  to  the  through  rates.  The  same  basis  was  observed  in  connection  with 
■hipmenta  moving  over  spurs  subsequent!;  constructed  by  the  Uue'baul  carriers. 

We  also  said  at  page  489 : 

The  qoarrles  are  not  located  on  the  carriers'  main  lines,  but  are  at  polnte 
reached  by  spurs  owned  by  the  carriers,  some  of  which  are  8  miles  long.  The 
stone  is  loaded  on  cars  at  the  quarries  and  Is  switched  to  mills  In  the  Bedford 
district  where  it  Is  rongh  sawed  or  scabbled.  The  carriers  charge  $2  per 
car  for  this  switching  service.  The  stone  Is  then  reloaded  and  switched  to 
the  billing  station,  where  Its  transportation  ont  of  the  Bedford  district  be- 
^s.  It  was  stated  by  defendants  tbat  this  service  In  the  Bedford  district 
Involved  on  an  average  10  miles  of  transportation,  and  that  frequently  back 
hauls  were  necessary. 

In  further  support  of  their  contention,  complainants  exhibit  rates 
to  show  that  the  stone  rates  from  Bedford  are  on  a  higher  basis,  both 
actually  and  relatively,  than  rates  from  producing  points  in  Ohio, 
Minnesota,  Kentucky,  Alabama,  Missouri,  and  Arkansas,  to  the 
same  destinations,  and  that  particularly  to  points  in  eastern  trunk 
line  territory  defendants*  rates  were,  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  3  cents 
per  100  pounds  higher  than  sixth  class,  which  was  usually  the  basis 
for  rates  from  other  producing  points. 

Quarrying  operations  in  the  district  commenced  in  1877  or  1878 
and  gradually  evolved  into  the  present  extensive  industry.  The 
original  quarries,  from  4  to  6  miles  from  Bedford,  were  served  bj  __ 
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independent  transportation  lines,  some  of  them  narrow  gauge,  which 
received  3  cents  per  100  pounds  for  the  hauls  to  their  connections 
with  ths  trunk  lines  at  Bedford ;  and  at  that  time  the  stone  in  rough 
blocks  moved  directly  from  the  quarry  ledges  through  to  final  des- 
tinations, sixth-class  rates  applying  outbound  from  Bedford.  In 
the  course  of  time  the  trunk  lines  acquired  the  short  lines  and  con- 
tinued the  same  basis  of  through  rates,  namely,  3  cents  plus  the  sixth- 
class  rates,  published  as  commodity  rates.  The  latter  rates  sever- 
ally embrace  all  points  in  the  district,  including  Bedford  proper, 
as  a  group,  and  the  inbound  component  is  deducted  by  the  Monon 
and  the  Southeastern  before  prorating  the  through  rates  with  their 
connections.  To  the  only  mill  apparently  in  existence  in  the  dis- 
trict at  the  time  the  short  lines  were  absorbed,  stone  was  transported 
by  those  lines  at  a  rate  of  3  cents  per  100  pounds,  plus  2  cents  per 
100  pounds  for  transferring  shipments  from  narrotr-gauge  to  stand- 
ard-gauge cars.  But  with  the  development  of  the  industry,  the  open- 
ing of  additional  quarries  and  mills,  which  at  present  number  32 
quarries  and  58  mills,  and  the  construction  of  new  spurs  by  the  car- 
riers, the  preliminary  services  became  more  and  more  complex,  and 
to  meet  the  increased  cost  thereof  the  carriers  many  years  ago  estab- 
lished charges  therefor  which,  as  modified  from  time  to  time  as 
shown,  are  still  in  effect.  Defendants  assert  that  complainants  in 
attempting  to  prove  their  contention  confused  two  entirely  distinct 
services.  In  other  words,  defendants  state  that,  at  present  as  in  the 
past,  on  shipments  moving  directly  from  quarry  ledge  to  final  des- 
tination charges  were  and  are  assessed  at  the  outbound  rates  and 
nothing  more;  that  this  service  does  not  include  any  of -the  so-callod 
preliminary  services  for  which  the  charges  here  in  question  are  made; 
and  that  complainants  have  failed  to  show  that  the  outbound  rates 
do  now  or  ever  did  cover  such  services.  They  state  that  in  the 
Oakley  Case,  tupra,  the  reasonableness  of  the  outbound  commodity 
rates  in  effect  from  Bedford  to  Toronto  and  Hamilton,  Canada,  on 
rough  stone,  the  kind  that  moves  from  quarry  direct  to  destination, 
were  assailed  to  the  extent  they  exceeded  sixth  class,  and  argue  that 
the  Commission  in  dismissing  the  complaint  in  that  case  recognized 
the  two  kinds  of  services  performed  by  the  carriers  in  the  district 
08  shown  by  the  quotations  above  cited. 

We  deem  it  unnecessary  to  further  discuss  the  various  conten- 
tions of  the  parties  upon  this  phase  of  the  case.  The  question  for 
determination  is  the  reasonableness  of  the  present  aggregate  or 
through  interstate  charges,  and  it  is  our  view  that  this  record  does 
not  afford  a  basis  upon  which  we  could  predicate  a  finding  that 
such  charges  in  the  aggregate  are  unreasonable. 

Considering  now  the  reasonableness  of  the  charges  assessed  on  the 
shipments  during  federal  control :  Complainants  assert  that  the 
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»Ter»ge  loading  of  the  prelimiDary  movemeiits  is  about  78,000 
pounds.  At  this  weight  the  increase  of  2  cents  per  100  pounds, 
effective  June  25,  1918,  under  general  order  No.  28,  was  equivalent 
to  an  average  increa^  per  car  of  $1S.60.  Where  the  former  charge 
was  $4  per  car,  this  was  equivalent  to  an  increase  of  390  per  cent, 
and  where  the  former  charge  was  $2  per  car,  to  an  increase  of  780 
per  cent.  It  is  shown  that  the  charge  of  $4  per  car  in  effect  prior 
to  June  25,  1918,  for  the  movement  from  a  quarry  at  Coxton  on 
the  Southeastern  to  a  mill  at  Bedford  on  the  Monon  was  increased 
on  that  date  4  cents  per  100  pounds,  equivalent  to  $31.60  per  car, 
or  790  per  cent  over  the  former  rate.  General  order  No.  28  also 
had  the  effect  of  creating  charges  ranging  from  $7.80  to  $15.60  per 
car  where  none  formerly  existed.  Complainants  contend  that  the 
increases  were  unreasonable  and  excessive.  It  is  asserted  that  the 
increasing  of  the  charges  for  the  preliminary  services  as  well  as  the 
outbound  rates  by  2  cents  per  100  pounds  in  effect  subjected  com- 
plainants to  a  double  increase  in  their  charges.  Complainants  con- 
strue general  order  No.  28  as  contemplating  but  one  increase  in  the 
aggregate  charge  for  the  combined  service.  But  by  whatever  name 
the  preliminary  movements  be  designated  or  in  whatever  light  they 
are  regarded,  and  whether  or  not  the  aggregate  charges  were  in- 
tended to  have  been  increased  in  more  than  one  factor,  the  question 
is  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  defendants'  charges  for  the  service 
performed. 

Complainants  also  argue  that  the  preliminary  services  within  the 
district  are  in  the  nature  of  switching  services  and  refer  to  freight 
rate  authority  No.  1887,  issued  by  the  Director  General  on  October 
19,  1918,  which  authorized  reductions  in  switohing  charges  on  vari- 
ous commodities,  including  stone,  which  had  previously  been  in- 
creased by  specific  amounts  under  general  order  No.  2S.  This 
authority  limited  the  increases  to  25  per  cent  over  the  rates  in  effect 
on  June  24,  1918,  subject  to  a  minimum  charge  of  $2.50  per  car  for 
intraplant  switching  find  $5  per  car  for  intra  or  interterminal  switch- 
ing, the  same  amounts  to  which  complainants'  intraplant  and  intra- 
district  charges  were  reduced,  and  recited  that  the  reductions  were 
authorized  to  relieve  the  emergency  existing  at  some  points  by  reason 
of  switching  charges  on  the  commodities  therein  named  having  been 
increased  "out  of  proportion  to  the  increase  made  in  switching 
charges  on  other  commodities  for  service  not  in  connection  with 
tine  haul." 

The  carriers  hnve  so  published  their  charges  for  the  preliminary 
services  as  to  make  it  possible  for  tny  mill  within  the  district  to  se- 
cure rough  stone  from  any  quarry  therein  on  an  equality  with  every 
other  mill  in  the  district.  Complainants  desire  the  continued  main- 
tenance of  this  arrangement. 
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It  was  admitted  on  behalf  of  the  Director  General  that  not  all 
the  charges  for  the  short  hauls  within  the  district  could  be  justified 
on  the  theory  of  cost  of  service,  but  it  was  argued  that  an;  other 
than  a  flat  advance  in  the  rates  from  quarr;  to  mill  would  have  re* 
suited  in  the  disruption  of  the  basis  of  equality  of  rates  between 
quarrf  and  mill  referred  to  and  upon  which  the  stone  industry  of 
the  district  has  been  built  up,  and  that  therefore  tbe  reasonableness 
of  these  advances  should  be  sustained. 

Considering  the  volume  of  movement,  the  nature  of  the  traffic,  the 
length  of  the  hauls,  and  all  the  circumstances  and  conditions  sur- 
rounding the  movements,  it  appears  that  charges  during  the  short 
reparation  period  on  such  a  different  and  higher  basis  from  those  in 
effect  prior  and  subsequent  thereto  were  unjust. 

We  find  that  the  aggregate  charges  assessed  on  the  shipments  in. 
question  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  the  charges  collected 
for  the  respective  preliminary  services  exceeded  the  following  charges 
per  car:  Move  No.  1,  $5;  move  No.  2,  $2,50;  moves  Nos.  3  and  3(a), 
$2,50  each;  moves  Nos.  3(b)  and  3(c),  $5  each;  move  No.  4(a),  8 
cents  per  net  ton,  plus  $3  car  rental  to  Bedford,  plus  $2  per  car  of 
60,000  pounds  or  less,  plus  8  cents  per  net  ton  or  fraction  thereof  on 
excess  of  60,000  pounds,  beyond;  and  move  No.  4(b),  $5  per  car  of 
60,000  pounds  or  less,  plus  10  cents  per  net  ton  or  fraction  thereof 
on  excess  of  50,000  pounds;  that  complainants,  namely,  Bedford  Cut 
Stone  Company,  Bedford  Steam  Stone  Works,  Chicago  &  Blooming- 
ton  Stone  Company,  Consolidated  Stone  Company,  Furst-Kerber  Cut 
Stone  Company,  J.  Hoadley  &  Sons  Company,  Hoosier  Cut  Stone 
Company,  Indiana  Quarries  Company,  Ingalls  Stone  Company,  Mat- 
thews Brothers  Company,  W.  McMillan  &  Son,  National  Stone  Com- 
pany, John  A.  Eowe  Cut  Stone  Company,  Shea  &  Donnelly  Com- 
pany, Incorporated,  and  Henry  Struble  Cut  Stone  Company,  made 
the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  freight  charges 
thereon ;  that  they  have  been  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of  the 
difference  between  the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have 
accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  they  are  en- 
titled to  reparation,  with  interest.  Complainants  should  comply 
with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 

With  respect  to  shipments  made  by  other  complainants  named  in 
No.  11423,  there  is  not  such  satisfactory  proof  upon  this  record  that 
they  paid  and  bore  the  freight  charges  thereon  as  to  justify  an 
award  of  reparation. 

We  further  find  that  the  assailed  present  through  or  aggregate 
charges  applicable  to  interstate  traffic  are  not  shown  to  be  unreason- 
able or  otherwise  unlawful 
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No.  11792. 
SWIFT  &  COMPANY 


CHICAGO,   BURLINGTON    &   QUINCY   RAILROAD    COM- 
PANY, DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ET  AL. 


Svbmitted  April  JS.  19il.    DeclAed  December  30,  19S1. 


Ratea  on  gnen  salted  sbeep  pelts,  Id  straight  carloads,  and  on  green  salted 
bides  and  green  salted  sbeep  pelts,  in  mixed  carloads,  from  Denver,  Colo., 
to'St  Josepb,  Ma,  and  Cbicago,  111.,  found  unreasonable.  Reasonable 
maximnm  rates  prescribed,  and  reparation  awarded. 

B.  D.  Bynder  for  complainant. 
A.  B.  Enoch  for  defendants. 

Repobt  of  the  Cohhission. 

DrnstoN  1,  CoMMissioNEBa  McChokd,  Meter,  Attghison,  and 
Lewis. 
Bt  Ditibion  1 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner  and  the  case  was  orally  argued. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  packing-house  busi- 
ness, with  principal  offices  at  Chicago,  HI.,  by  complaint,  filed  Au- 
gust 26,  1920,  alleges  that  the  rates  charged  on  numerous  shipments 
of  green  salted  pelts,  in  straight  carloads,  and  of  green  salted  hides 
and  green  salted  pelts,  in  mixed  carloads,  moving  since  July  1,  1916, 
from  Denver,  Colo.,  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Chicago,  were  unjust 
and  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the  rates  con> 
temporaneously  in  effect  on  green  salted  hides  in  straight  carloads. 
We  are  asked  to  establish  reasonable  rat«6  for  the  future,  and  to 
award  reparation.  Rates  herein  will  bo  stated  in  cents  per  100 
pounds. 

Green  salted  pelts,  as  the  term  is  here  used,  are  sheep  hides  with 
the  wool  on  them,  salted  for  preservation.  Small  quantities  of  slink- 
skins  and  pelt  trimmings  were  included  in  some  of  the  shipments, 
but  the  rates  on  these  commodities  are  not  attacked. 

The  shipments  comprised  100  carloads,  of  which  7  moved  to  St. 
Joseph  and  the  remainder  to  Chicago.    They  moved  over  the  Chi- 
cago, Burlington  4  Quincy  direct  or  in  connection  with  the  Chicago 
98435»— 22— VOL  66 3 
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Junction  Railway;  the  Chicago,  Bock  Island  &  Pacific;  and  the 
Union  Pacific  and  Illinois  Central.  Charges  were  collected  at  the 
applicable  rates  hereinafter  shown,  which  were  the  fifth-class  rates 
or  commodity  rates  equal  to  fifth  class.  Contemporaneously  lower 
commodity  rates  were  applicable  on  green  salted  hides  in  straight 
carloads.  Green  salted  hides  and  green  salted  pelts,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  hides  and  pelts,  respectively,  in  straight  or  mixed  car- 
loads are  rated  fifth  class  in  the  consolidated  classification,  in  western 
territory.  The  following  table  shows  the  rates  in  effect  from  Denver 
prior  to  June  25, 1918,  as  increased  on  that  date  under  general  order 
No.  28  of  the  Director  General : 

Prior  to  June  26,  1918 :  To  St.  JoMpta.  To  Chicago. 

PeltB,  straight  carloads,  or  bides  and  pelts  Id 

mixed   carloads 47    centa.  67    cents. 

Hides,  straight  carloads 85    cents.  68    oenta. 

On  June  ^,  1918 : 

Pelts,  straight  carloads,  i 
mixed  carloads— 


hides  and  pelts  In 


Hides,  straight  carloads 44    cents.  72.5  cents. 

On  August  26,  1&20: 

Pelts,  straight  carloads,  or  hides  and  pelts  In 
mixed  carloads 79.G  cents.  llS.Ccrata. 

Hides,  straight  carloads 59.5  cents.  88    centa. 

Between  other  points  the  rates  on  hides  generally  apply  also  on 
pelts  in  straight  carloads  or  mixed  with  hides.  Complainant  com- 
pares the  rates  assailed  and  the  ton-mile  earnings  thereunder  with 
rates  and  earnings  on  hides  and  pelts  in  straight  or  mixed  carloads 
from  and  to  vatuous  points,  with  rates  on  packing-house  products, 
and  with  fifth-class  rates.  The  following  table  is  taken  from  these 
exhibits,  the  rates  being  those  in  effect  prior  to  June  25,  1918 : 
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Complainiuit  also  contrasts  the  ton-mile  earnings  under  the  rates 
assailed  with  the  average  ton-mile  earnings  on  all  freight  of  12  of  the 
principal  western  carriers,  for  the  year  1817,  ranging  from  6.20  to 
9.06  mills  per  ton-mile.  Defendants  urge  that  the  average  earnings 
^own  result  from  the  large  percentage  of  coal  and  other  low-grade 
trafiSc  handled  by  these  carriers. 

One  of  the  complainant's  exhibits  compares  the  rates  of  Si  cents 
on  pelts  and  72.5  cMits  on  hides  in  effect  between  June  26,  1918,  and 
Ang;ust  26,  1920,  from  Denver  to  Chicago,  with  carload  commodity 
rates  on  various  other  articles  between  the  same  points.  The  follow- 
ing rates,  taken  from  this  exhibit,  apply  on  commodities  rated  fifth 
class  in  the  western  classification: 

cents. 
.  52.  S  cents. 


Fruits  and  vegetablea,  coimed 69     cents. 

Zinc    white  lead 60     cents. 

Complainant  contends  that  hides  and  pelts  should  take  lower  rates 
than  packing-Kouae  products.  Packing-house  products  move  in 
refrigerator  cars,  require  special  care  because  of  their  perishable 
nature,  and  the  revenue  load  is  ordinarily  not  over  36,000  pounds. 
Hides  and  pelts  move  in  box  cars,  are  not  liable  to  damage  in  transit, 
and  load  heavily,  the  shipments  covered  by  this  complaint  averaging 
approximately  64,000  pounds  per  car. 

Defendants  admit  that  normally  the  rates  on  pelts  in  straight  car- 
loads, or  in  mixed  carloads  with  hides,  should  not  exceed  the  rates 
on  hides  in  straight  carloads,  but  contend  that  the  rates  on  hides 
from  Denver  to  St,  Joseph  and  Chicago  are  unreasonably  low.  They 
show  that  the  percentage  relationships  of  fifth  class  to  first  class 
in  the  rates  from  Denver  to  St.  Joseph  and  Chicago  are  lower  than 
in  certain  class-rate  scales  prescribed  by  us,  and  argue  that  if  the 
fifth-class  rates  were  increased  so  as  to  bear  a  proper  relationship  to 
the  fir^class  rates  they  would  be  considerably  higher  than  the  com- 
modity rates  here  in  issue.  The  record  clearly  shows  that  there  is 
no  uniform  relationship  in  this  territory  between  the  commodity 
rates  on  hides  and  pelts  and  fifth-class  rates. 

Defendants  compare  the  ton-mile  earnings  of  21.6  mills  to  Chi- 
cago and  26.9  mills  to  St.  Joseph  under  the  rates  on  pelts  from 
Denver  in  effect  since  August  26,  1920,  with  the  following  ton-mile 
earnings  under  the  current  rates  applicable  on  hides  and  pelts,  in 
straight  or  mixed  carloads : 

Grand  Island,  Nebr.,  to  ChlcaKO BIS  miles,  24. 8  mills, 

Kansas  Cltr.  Mo.,  to  Albequerqne,  N.  Mex 8S8  miles,  80. 4   mllla 

8alt  Lake  Oty,  Utah,  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo 1, 13C  miles,  28. 11  tnlUs. 

Helena.  Mont,  to  Chicago,  111 1,623  miles,  20. 52  mills, 
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In  HagerAurg  t.  Belt  By.  Co.  of  OJdoago,  68  I.  C.  C,  717,  tto 
found  rates  on  mixed  carloads  of  hides  and  pelta  between  numeroua 
points  in  western  classification  territory  to  be  unreasonable  to  the  ex- 
tent that  they  exceeded  the  ratee  on  hides  in  straight  carloads. 

The  rates  from  Denver  on  hides  in  straight  carloads,  omng  the 
average  weight  per  car  of  the  shipments  herein,  viz,  64,000  pounds, 
would  have  produced  car-mile  earnings  as  follows: 

To  Bt.  JoMpb.         To  Chteaso. 

Prior  to  June  25, 1B18 87      ceate  86. 8  centa 

Jnne  2&,  IBIS,  to  August  25,  1920 46.  fi  coitx  44  S  cents 

AnffUBt  2a.  1920 65      cento  60.6  cents 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were,  are,  and  for  the  future  will 
be  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded,  exceed,  or  may 
exceed  the  respective  rates  in  cents  per  100  pounds  shown  in  the  fol- 
lowing table,  which  were  the  rates  contemporaneously  in  effect  from 
Denver  on  green  salted  hides  in  straight  carloads: 

To  at  loaepb.  To  Cblogo- 

Prlor  to  June  26,  1918 86      cents  68      cents 

Jtme  26,  1918,  to  Angust  25, 1920,  inclusive .44      cents  72. 6  cento 

On  and  after  Auguat  26,  1920 50. 6  cents  98      cento 

We  further  find  that  complainant  made  shipments  as  described  and 
paid  and  bore  the  freight  charges  thereon  at  the  rat«s  herein  found 
unreasonable;  that  it  has  been  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of  the 
,  difference  between  the  charges  collected  and  those  which  would  have 
accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable  durmg  the  respective 
periods;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest.  Com- 
plainant should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 
An  appropriate  order  for  tlie  future  will  be  entered. 
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STAKDABD  on.  00.  V.  DIEBCTOR  GENEBAI* 


No.   11266. 

STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY  (KENTUCKY) 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ALABAMA  & 
VICKSBUBG  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


SttbntUted  Aprti  18,  I9tl.    Decided  December  SO,  19il. 


L  Bates  applicable  dtutng  the  period  AnguBt  1,  191S,  to  January  28,  1019.  on 
caaollDe,  refined  oUb,  InbrlcatinK  oils,  and  other  petroleum  prodncts,  la 
carloads,  from  Wood  River  and  East  St  Lonlfi,  111.,  LoulsTille,  Ky., 
Baton  Rouge,  tia.,  SaTaonah,  Oa-.  and  JackBonvllle  and  Port  Tampa,  Fla., 
to  points  In  the  states  of  Kentudcy,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and 
Florida,  found  not  unreasonable. 
&  Comidalnant  not  litaown  to  have  been  damaged  by  reason  oC  any  undue 
prejudice  whlcb  may  bare  existed.    Complaint  dlemi»sed. 
J.  Joseph  Bettmger  tor  complainant. 
William  Burger  for  defendants. 

Report  of  the  Commission. 
Division  1,  Oohiussionebs  MoCbobd,  Aitchison,  and  Lewis. 
McCbohd,  Vkairman: 

Thfl  iflBuea  here  presented  were  made  the  subject  of  a  proposed 
report  by  the  examiner,  to  which  no  exceptions  were  filed. 

CcHDplainant  aUeges  that  the  rates  chai^;ed  during  the  period 
Angnst  1,  1918,  to  January  28,  1919,  on  gasoline,  refined  oils,  lubri- 
cating oils,  and  other  petroleum  products,  in  carloads,  from  Wood 
River  and  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  LouisTille,  Ky.,  Baton  Rouge,  La., 
Savannah,  Gla.,  and  Jacksonville  and  Port  Tampa,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
the  states  of  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  G«orgia,  and  Florida, 
were  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  unduly  prejudicial. 
Complainant  asks  for  reparation  only.  Rates  are  stated  herein  in 
cults  per  100  pounds. 

By  freight  rate  authority  No.  96,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
freight  rate  authority,  issued  July  11,  1918,  the  Director  Creneral 
of  Railroads  prescribed  a  uniform  increase  of  4.5  cents  in  the  rates 
in  effect  May  26, 1918,  on  petroleum  and  its  prodncts,  subject  to  fifth- 
dasB  rates  as  maxima,  in  lieu  of  the  25  per  cent  advance  established 
June  26,  1918,  pursuant  to  his  general  order  No.  28. 

Within  the  territory  west  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and  from 
points  therein  to  the  southeast,  the  4.5-cent  increase  waa  given  effect 
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via  roads  under  federal  control  on  or  before  August  1, 191S.  Within 
and  from  central  freight  association  territory  the  readjustment  was 
effected  in  the  rates  of  federal  lines,  generally  speaking,  by  Aug^ust 
10,  1918.  In  the  southeast  Uie  25  per  cent  increase  was  permitted  to 
remain  in  effect  via  all  lines  until  tariffs  could  be  published  estab- 
lishing in  the  same  issues  rates  reflecting  the  1.5-cent  increase  for 
both  federal  and  nonfederal  roads.  For  this  reason  rates  upon  the 
basis  prescribed  in  the  freight  rate  authority  were  not  established  in 
the  latter  territory  until  various  dates  between  September  8,  1918, 
and  January  28,  1919.  In  justification  of  the  course  pursued  in  the 
southeast  defendants  point  out  the  desirability  of  avoiding  the 
chaotic  rate  situation  which  would  have  resulted  inm  the  appli- 
cation of  the  4.6-cent  increase  via  federally  controlled  lines  and  the 
continuance  of  the  percentage  advance  in  joint  rates  between  such 
lines  and  lines  not  controlled. 

Complainant  does  not  question  the  propriety  of  the  25  per  cent 
increase ;  nor  does  it  contend  that  the  rates  charged  on  its  traffic  were 
intrinsically  unreasonable.  The  prayer  for  reparation  rests  upon 
the  ground  that  during  the  interim,  hereinafter  caJled  the  repara- 
tion period,  following  the  establishment  of  the  4.&-cent  increase  via 
federally  controlled  roads  within  western  territory,  and  from  that 
territory  to  the  southeast,  and  preceding  a  like  adjustment  of  the 
rates  to  southeastern  destinations  from  Wood  Kiver  and  East  St. 
Louis,  and  between  points  within  the  southeast,  complainant  was 
damaged  by  reason  of  the  alleged  relatively  unreasonable  and  preju- 
dicial rates  applicable  on  its  traffic,  compared  with  t^e  rates  ac- 
corded shipments  of  petroleum  products  moving  into  the  southeast 
from  beyond  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio  rivers. 

Since  December,  1918,  complainant  has  operated  a  refinery  at 
Louisville.  Prior  to  that  time  it  was  exclusively  a  marketing  cor- 
poration. The  bulk  of  its  supply  of  gasoline  and  refined  oils  is  pur- 
chased at  Baton  Rouge  from  the  Standard  Oil  Company  of  Louisi- 
ana; a  part  is  obtained  at  Wood  Biver  from  the  Standard  Oil  Com- 
pany of  Indiana;  and  the  h^ance,  with  the  exception  of  some  lubri- 
cating oil  from  the  north  and  east,  is  obtained  from  East  St  Louis  and 
from  Oklahoma,  Louisiana,  and  Texas  refineries.  Its  marinting  op- 
erations are  confined  within  the  states  of  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Ala- 
bama, Georgia,  and  Florida,  in  which  it  maintains,  at  approximately 
535  points,  facilities  for  storing  oils  in  carload  quantities.  Its  ship- 
ments move  direct  from  the  several  sources  of  supply  named  to  its 
bulk  stations,  from  which  the  oils  are  distributed  to  the  retail  trade 
by  tank  wagon.  Savannah,  Jacksonville,  and  Port  Tampa  are  con- 
centration points  to  which  refined  oils  are  tran^orted  by  water, 
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principally  from  Baton  Kouge,  and  thence  reshipped  in  carload 
qn&ntities  to  bulk  stations  in  Georgia  and  Florida. 

With  the  exception  of  the  state  of  Kentucky,  no  petroleum  is  pro- 
duced in  the  southeast,  nor  are  ^ere  any  refineries  or  pipe  lines  in 
the  interior  of  that  territory.  Hail  hauls  generally  in  that  territory 
are  for  greater  distances,  and  the  rates  are  oorrespondingly  higher, 
than  are  tii6  hauls  and  rates  in  the  north  and  east.  Prior  to  June  ■ 
25,  1918,  the  average  rates  on  complainant's  shipments  from  Baton 
Rouge,  at  which  point  most  of  its  tonnage  originates,  was  about  39 
cents,  as  cranpared  with  an  average  rate  of  about  10  cents  between 
points  in  central  freight  association  territory.  Based  upon  these 
average  rates,  the  increases  under-general  order  No,  28  amounted  to  9 
cents  and  2.6  cents,  respectively.  The  substitution  of  the  4.6-cent 
increase  for  the  26  per  cent  increase  brought  about  a  further  advance 
in  the  average  rate  north  of  the  Ohio  River,  but  decreased  the 
advance  in  the  average  rate  in  the  south. 

The  principal  competitors  of  complainant  are  the  Texas  Company, 
with  refineries  at  Fort  Arthur,  Port  Neches,  and  Dallas,  Tex.,  and 
Tulsa,  Okla.;  the  Gulf  Refining  Company,  with  refineries  at  Port 
Arthur  and  Fort  Worth,  Tex. ;  and  the  Indian  Befining  Company, 
with  a  refinery  at  Lawrenceville,  111.  It  meets  the  competition  also 
of  various  smaller  companies  whose  plants  are  located  in  the  mid- 
continent  and  Texas  fields,  and  of  numerous  independent  jobbers 
thronghout  the  southeast  who  secure  their  supplies  from  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  and  Louisiana  refineries.  It  appears  that  no  considerable 
quantity  of  oil  is  moved  all  rail  from  the  western  refineries  into  the 
southeast;  the  greater  part  of  the  tonnage  is  handled  through  pipe 
tines  and  by  vessels  to  Mississippi  River  points  and  to  Gulf  and 
Atlantic  porta,  from  which  it  ia  moved  by  rail  to  interior  points. 
The  competitive  traffic  so  bandied  during  the  reparation  period  was 
subject,  of  coarse,  to  exactly  the  same  rates  for  rail  transportation 
that  were  applied  on  complainant's  shipments.  In  this  connection  it 
should  be  observed  also  that  on  such  of  its  shipments  as  moved  by 
rail  from  points  west  of  the  Mississippi  River  complainant  received 
the  benefit  of  rates  increased  but  4.5  cents.  There  appears  to  ha\-e 
been  no  movement  of  oils  from  points  north  of  the  Ohio  Riv^  to 
southeastern  markets  during  the  reparation  period,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  few  shipments  made  by  the  Indian  Refining  Company  from 
its  La.wrencevil)e  plant  to  Kentucky  destinations.  That  company 
maintains  facilities  for  storing  carload  quantities  of  oils  at  13  Ken^ 
tudcy  stations,  whereas  complainant  is  prepared  to  handle  tank-car 
diipments  at  84  points  in  that  state.  The  record  indicatSBS  that  there 
was  no  movement  of  oils  from  trunk  line  territory  to  the  southeastern 
states  involved  during  the  period  specified  herein. 
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Complainant  compared  the  rates  in  effect  prior  to  June  25,  1918, 
OS  increased  on  that  date,  and  as  modified  by  the  1.5-ceiit  increase, 
from  the  Beaumont-Fort  Arthur,  Tez.,  group  to  representative 
points  in  Georgia,  with  the  rates  contemporaneoualy  in  effect  from 
Baton  Bouge  to  the  same  points.  The  rates  from  Baton  Rouge  were 
12  cents  less  than  the  rates  from  the  Beaumont-Fort  Arthur  group 
prior  to  June  25, 1918.  This  difference  was  increased  to  16  cents  on 
June  25,  1918,  was  reduced  to  a  spread  of  from  3  to  8  cents  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  general  application  of  the  4.5  cent  increase  to  the  rates 
from  the  southwest,  but  again  became  12  cents  when  the  latter  in- 
crease was  applied  to  the  old  rates  from  Baton  Rouge.  While  these 
comparisons  indicate  that  during  the  reparation  period  the  rate  ad- 
vantage to  Baton  Rouge  shippers  was  not  as  great  as  that  mijoyed  by 
them  under  the  former  adjustment,  in  no  instance  is  it  shown  that  the 
Baton  Rouge  rates  were  less  than  2  cents  under  the  rates  applicable 
from  Beaumont  and  Fort  Arthur.  It  is  argued  for  complainant  that 
the  slight  advantage  in  rates  in  favor  of  Baton  Rouge  was  more  than 
offset  by  the  lower  production  costs  in  the  southwest.  Commercial 
advantages  and  disadvantages  arising  from  variations  in  costs  of 
production  are  not  factors  that  can  have  any  great  consideration  by 
us  in  reaching  conclusions  as  to  the  propriety  of  rate  structures. 
The  lUmois  Coal  Cases,  32  1.  C.  C,  669,  673. 

Complainant  introduced  comparative  statements  showing  two 
series  of  rates,  one  increased  36  per  cent  and  the  other  increased  4.5 
cents,  to  numerous  southeastern  destinations  from  ShreveporC,  La., 
Oklahoma  territory,  Chicago,  111.,  Whiting,  Ind.,  Rochester  and 
Buffalo,  N.  y,,  Bayonne,  N,  J.,  Erie  and  Franklin,  Pa.,  Farkersburg, 
W.  Va.,  and  Lawrenceville.  From  the  origin  points  named  the  sub- 
stitution of  the  4.5-cent  increase  for  the  percentage  advance  had  the 
effect  in  practically  all  instances  of  reducing  the  rates  to  southeastern 
territory.  Rates  upon  the  lower  basis  were  established  from  all  of 
the  points  named,  with  the  exception  of  Rochester  and  Bayonne,  on 
or  before  August  10, 1918. 

When  the  principal  tariff  of  oil  rates  in  the  southeast  was 
amended  to  reflect  the  4.5-cent  increase,  effective  October  29,  1918, 
that  adjustment  was  extended  only  to  points  to  which  through  rates 
applied.  To  80  points  taking  combination  rates  from  Baton  Rouge, 
on  and  after  that  date  the  factor  up  to  the  base  point  included  an 
increase  of  4.5  cents  and  the  factor  beyond  continued  to  reflect  the 
25  per  cent  advance.  Complainant  contends  that  the  through  fates 
BO  constructed  were  relatively  unreasonable  and  prejudicial  and  con- 
trary to  the  intent  and  purpose  of  the  freight  rate  authority,  which 
contemplated  but  one  increase  of  4.5  cents  in  rates  for  continuous 
through  movements.    It  appears,  however,  that  to  only  one  of 
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these  destinAtiona,  irhere  the  difference  was  0.5  cent,  did  the  through 
rmt«s  ao  constructed  exceed  the  combination  of  June  24,  1918,  in- 
ereased  25  per  cent.  Effective  December  26,  1918,  via  federally  con- 
trolled lines,  and  January  28, 1919,  via  nonoontroUed  lines,  through 
rates  4.5  cents  hij^er  than  the  combinations  of  June  24,  1918,  were 
established  to  the  80  points  referred  to. 

Both  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  and  during  the  reparation  period 
joint  rates  which  exceeded  the  lowest  combinations  were  in  effect 
from  Baton  Bouge  to  eight  Kentucky  and  Alabama  points  shown 
of  record.  The  New  Orleans  &  Northeastern  Railroad  and  the 
Alabama  &  Vicksburg  Railway  were  not  parties  to  the  tariffs  nam- 
ing these  joint  rates,  and  it  appears  that  complainant's  shipments  to 
the  points  referred  to  were  routed  in  connection  with  one  of  these 
roads  as  an  intermediate  carrier  and  received  the  benefit  of  the 
cconbination  rates.  Complainant's  contention  that  it  was  damaged 
by  reason  of  the  higher  joint  rates,  therefore,  is  without  foundation. 

Complainant's  exhibits  indicate  that  there  were  shipped  during 
the  reparation  period  from  the  points  of  origin  involved  to  desti- 
nations in  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida 
3,751  carloads  of  gasoline  and  refined  oils  at  rates  increased  25  per 
cent  which  were  higher  than  the  rates  subsequently  established  upon 
the  4.5-cent  basis.  Exhibits  prepared  by  complainant  at  defend- 
ants* request  show  S33  cars  whidi  moved  short  distances  at  rates 
in  oonnectioD  with  which  the  25  per  cent  increase  represented  less 
than  4.5  centa  Had  the  4.5-cent  increase  been  in  effect  the  freight 
charges  on  these  333  cars  woiild  have  exceeded  by  $2,599.72  the 
amounts  actually  collected  by  the  carriers.  Out  of  1,832  carloads 
of  oils  shipped  via  the  Atlantic  Coast  Line  from  Fort  Tampa, 
Fla.,  in  July,  August,  and  September,  1918,  1,683  cars  moved  short 
distances  at  rates  increased  25  per  cent  which  were  lower  than  the 
rates  later  established  reflecting  the  4.6-cent  increase;  and  the 
charges  on  147  out  of  415  shipments  from  Jacksonville  during  the 
same  months,  also  would  have  been  higher  at  rates  increased  4.5 
cents. 

The  record  contains  no  evidence  that  the  rates  assailed  were  un- 
reasonable. In  fact  complainant  admits  that  had  the  26  per  cent 
advance  remained  in  effect  uniformly  throughout  the  country  its 
complaint  would  not  have  been  filed.  Nor  is  it  shown  that  com- 
plainant has  been  damaged  by  reason  of  any  undue  prejudice  to 
it  and  undue  preference  to  its  competitors  which  may  have  existed 
subsequent  to  the  establishment  of  the  4.5-cent  increase  in  rates 
from  pointe  west  of  the  Missis^ppi  River  to  southeastern  desti- 
nations and  prior  to  the  application  of  the  same  increase  to  rates 
between  points  within  southeastern  territory.    The  fact  that  some 
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competitors  may  have  enjoyed  larger  profits  does  not  establish 
damage  to  complainant  In  no  instance  is  it  shown  that  the  price 
vas  controlled  to  complainant's  detriment  by  any  competitor  by 
virtue  of  a  preferential  rate. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  unreasonable,  and  that 
complainant  is  not  shown  to  have  been  damaged  by  reason  of  any 
undue  prejudice  which  may  have  existed.  The  complaint  will  be 
dismissed. 


No.  12129. 
NEBRASKA  BRIDGE  SUPPLY  &  LUMBER  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Bubmittea  July  5,  ISZl.    Decided  December  2S,  19tl. 


Bate  OD  cjrpcess  piling  shipped  in  January,  February,  and  March,  191S,  from 
Hargrove  Switch  and  Cardwell,  Mo.,  to  Morrllton,  Ark.,  found  unreasonable. 
Reparation  awarded. 

H.  D.  Bergen  for  complainant. 

W.  B.  Kmght  for  defendant 

Refoht  of  the  Commission. 
Division  3,  Commissioners  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Cahpbelu 
Bt  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendant  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner. 

Complainant  is  a  corporation  manufacturing  and  distributing 
lumber  and  piling  with  principal  ofRce  in  Omaha,  Nebr.  By  com- 
plaint filed  January  24,  1921,  it  alleges  that  the  charges  collected 
by  defendant  on  three  shipments  of  cypress  piling  from  Hargrove 
Switch  and  Cardwell,  Mo,,  to  Morrilton,  Ark.,  in  January,  February, 
and  March,  191S,  were  unjust  and  unreasonable.  Reparation  is 
asked.     Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Hargrove  Switch  and  Cardwell  are  on  the  St.  Louis  &  South- 
western. Morrilton  is  on  the  Missouri  Pacific  between  Little  Rock 
and  Van  Buren,  Ark.,  about  50  miles  west  of  Little  Rock.  Two  of 
the  shipments  were  from  Hargrove  Switch  and  weighed  74,300  and 
48,000  pounds,  respectively ;  the  other,  from  Cardwell,  weighed  59,900 
poundii.    Each  shipment  was  loaded  on  two  cars.    Charges  of  $364.40 
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ware  collected  at  the  applicable  combination  commodity  rate  of  20 
cents,  fxuaposed  of  rates  of  S  cents  to  Faragould,  Ark.,  and  16  cents 
beyond. 

The  average  distance  from  the  points  of  origin  to  Morrilton  is 
about  220  miles.  Based  on  the  average  weight  of  the  shipments, 
60,700  pounds,  the  rates  charged  yielded  a  twin-car  revenue  of  55 
cents  per  car-mile.  Joint  commodity  rates  were  in  effect  from  Card- 
well  to  otlier  points.  For  example,  a  joint  rate  of  16  oents  applied 
to  Van  Buren,  Ark.,  beyond  Morrilton  on  the  same  line.  The  fourth 
section  of  tlie  act  is  not  involved. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  16  cents  per  100  pounds ;  that  complainant  made 
the  dupments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon ; 
that  it  has  been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between 
the  chai^ies  paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rate 
herein  found  reasonable ;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation  in  the 
Bom  of  $72.88,  with  interest. 

An  order  awarding  reparation  will  be  entered. 
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No.  11966.' 
OMAHA  PACKING  COMPANY  ET  AL. 

V. 

ATCHISON,  TOPEICA.  &  SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
ET   AL. 

Bvbmittei  October  19,  19Z1.    Decided  December  SO,  IStl. 

1,  Tbe  refusal  of  tbe  defendauta  to  unload  Interstate  ablpinentB  of  ordtnair 

live  stock  from  Uieii*  cars  into  stock  pens  adjacent  to  the  packing  planta 
of  the  complainants,  or  to  make  the  latter  an  allowanj^  for  unloading 
such  BblpmentB,  while,  pursoant  to  section  IS  (6)  of  the  Interatate  eofo- 
tnerce  act,  performing  the  serTice  of  loading  at  point  of  origin  or  unload- 
ing at  destination  such  live  stock  shipped  from  or  to  public  stockyarda, 
without  charge  In  addition  to  the  Une-haul  charges,  not  shown  to  liav« 
violated  or  to  violate  the  act. 

2.  The  aBsessment  by  the  defendants  of  a  charge,  in  addition  to  the  line-haul 

charges,  for  nnloading  and  reloading  en  route  intersbite  Bblpmoita  of 
ordinary  lire  stock  destined  to  the  private  yards  adjac^t  to  the  paddng 
plants  of  complainants  in. No.  11963,  while  bo  unloading  and  reloading 
such  sMpm«it3  destined  to  public  stockyards,  without  diarge  therefor 
In  addition  to  the  line-haul  charges,  found  nnduly  prejudicial  to  the  com- 
plainants and  unduly  preferential  of  thefr  competitors  whose  packing 
plants  are  adjacent  to  public  stockyards.  Undue  prejudice  ordered 
removed. 
8.  Complaint  In  No.  12;181,  complaint  In  No.  11M6  In  so  far  as  relating  to 
unloading  at  destination,  and  Intervening  petitions  In  Ko.  11066,  dla- 
mlsaed. 

R.  D.  Rynder  for  complainants  in  No.  11966;  A.  Z.  Baker  and 
Thomas  H.  Jonei  for  complainant  in  No.  12131. 

WcS^-er  E.  McComaek  for  so-called  interior  Iowa  packers;  R.  D. 
Rynder  for  New  England  Dressed  Meat  &  Wool  Company;  E.  W. 
Skipworth  for  Oscar  Mayer  &  Company,  Incorporated,  and  Henne- 
berry  &  Company;  G,  Frank  Morris  for  Kotirs  Packing  Company; 
and  S.  R.  Park  and  C.  R.  BUlyer  for  Chicago  Live  Stock  Exchange; 
interveners  in  No.  11966. 

Kenneth  F.  Bv/rgess,  T.  J.  Norton,  WiUiam  Burger,  D.  P.  Gon/neU, 
George  H.  Fe-mald,  jr.,  and  Robert  H.  Widdioombe  for  all  defendants 
in  No.  11966;  and  T.  R.  Farrell  and  W.  A.  Hopkins  for  Wabash 
Railway  Company. 
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/oAn  F.  Finerty,  Royal  T.  MeKenna,  CharUs  R.  Velber,  and 
D.  P.  ComuU  for  defendantB  in  No.  12181. 

RbPORT  or  THB  CoHMISaiON. 

Division  1,  CoMMiasiONSHB  TAcCaaao,  Meter,  and  Lewis. 
McChokd,  C/utirman; 

These  cases  praeent  one  question  in  common,  upon  which  the  re- 
spective examiners  have  reached  contrary  conclusions,  with  an  addi- 
tional but  closely  related  question  in  No.  11966,  and  will  be  disposed 
of  in  one  report.  The  parties  have  been  heard  in  oral  argument 
upon  the  defendants'  exceptions  to  the  examiner's  proposed  report 
in  No.  11966  and  upon  the  complainant's  exceptions  to  the  joint  pro- 
posed report  of  two  examiners  in  No.  12131. 

The  several  complainants  are  slaughterers  of  live  stock  at  various 
points  on  the  defendants'  lines  and  packers  and  distributors  of  the 
products  of  such  stock. 

By  the  complaints,  respectively  filed  November  20,  1920,  and 
January  24, 1921,  it  is  alleged  that  the  defendants  refuse  to  unload 
interstate  shipments  of  ordinary  live  stock  from  their  cars  into  stock 
pens  adjacent  to  the  complainants'  packing  plants  or  to  provide  or 
make  the  complainants  an  allowance  for  unloading  such  shipments, 
hut  perform  the  service  of  loading  at  point  of  origin  or  unloading 
at  destination  such  live  stock  shipped  from  or  to  public  stockyards, 
without  charge  therefor  in  addition  to  the  line-haul  charges,  or 
provide  and  make  an  allowance  to  the  owners  of  the  public  stock- 
yards for  performing  that  service. 

In  No.  11966  it  is  further  alleged  that  the  defendants  invariably 
impose  additional  charges  for  the  service  of  unloading  and  reloading 
en  route  interstate  shipments  of  ordinary  live  stock  destined  to  com- 
plainants' plants  and  ultimately  unloaded  at  the  adjacent  stock  pens, 
while  they  so  lanload  and  reload,  without  additional  charge,  such 
shipments  destined  to  or  forwarded  from  public  stockyards  when 
sudi  unloading  and  reloading  en  route  is  not  at  the  request  of  the 
shipper,  consignee,  or  owner,  or  to  try  an  intermediate  market,  or  to 
comply  with  quarantine  r^:uIationa. 

By  reason  of  the  foregoing  practices,  it  is  alleged,  the  complainants 
have  been  and  are  subjected  to  charges  which  in  the  aggregate  were 
and  are  unjust  and  unrea^nable,  in  violatioD  of  section  1  of  the 
interstate  commerce  act,  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  complainants  and 
unduly  preferential  of  complainants'  competitors  having  packing 
plants  adjacent  to  public  stockyards,  in  violation  of  section  8  of  the 
act 

The  prayers  are  that  the  defendants  be  severally  required  to  per- 
form the  service  of  unloading  the  complwnant«'  shipments  at  th« 
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Btock  pens  kdJBcenti  to  the  plants,  without  c^ai^  in  addition  to 
the  line-haul  charges,  or  to  make  complainants  reasonable  aUowances 
for  performing  the  service,  and  in  No.  11966  to  unload  and  reload 
such  shipments  en  route  without  additional  charge,  except  when  that 
service  is  performed  at  the  request  of  the  shipper,  consignee,  or  owner, 
or  to  try  an  intermediate  market,  or  to  comply  with  quarantiDe 
regulations.  The  complaint  in  No,  12131  includes  a  prayer  for  repa- 
ration on  past  shipments. 

At  the  hearing  in  No.  11966  petitions  in  intervention  were  pre- 
sented on  behalf  of  the  following  packing  plants:  Four  in  Iowa 
and  one  in  South  Dakota,  collectively  designated  as  the  interior  Iowa 
packers;  the  New  England  Dressed  Meat  &  Wool  CcHnpany,  Som- 
erviUe,  Mass.;  Oscar  Mayer  &  Company,  Incorporated,  Madison, 
Wis,;  Henneberry  &  Company,  Arkansas  City,  Kans.;  and  Kohrs 
Packing  Company,  Davenport,  Iowa.  A  further  petition  was  pre- 
sented on  behalf  of  the  Chicago  Live  Stock  Exchange,  Chicago,  111. 
The  interveners  seek  for  themselves  the  relief  sought  by  the  com- 
plainants, except  reparation,  and  four  of  them  appear  to  se^  the 
application  of  that  relief  to  the  loading  of  ordinary  live  stock  at 
their  stock  pens  for  outbound  shipment  The  several  petitions  were 
received  of  record  over  the  defendants'  objection  that  allowances 
are  thereby  sought  at  points  and  plants  not  covered  by  the  com- 
plaints, as  to  which  defendants  had  nothad  requisite  notice  or  oppor- 
tunity to  prepare  their  defense.  The  objection  was  well  taken,  and 
the  petitions  must  be  dismissed. 

The  packing  plants  of  the  complainants  are  widely  scattered 
throughout  the  country  and  respectively  served  by  one  or  more 
of  the  defendant  carriers.  Adjacent  to  each  plant  are  stock  pens, 
equipped  with  chutes  and  other  necessary  facilities,  into  which 
inbound  shipments  of  live  stock  are  unloaded  and  from  whidi  the 
animals  are  transferred  to  the  plants  for  slaughter.  These  stock  pens 
are  adjuncts  of  the  plants,  maintained  by  or  for  the  benefit  of  the 
latter,  and  are  neither  terminal  facilities  of  the  carriers  nor  other- 
wise public  in  any  sense.  Some  of  the  plants  and  adjacent  pens  are 
located  at  points  at  which  there  are  no  public  stockyards,  as  the  latter 
term  is  defined,  although  it  was  suggested  at  the  argument  that  at 
more  or  less  of  them  the  carriers  may  have  provided  unloading 
facilities  Qot  falling  within  the  definition.  Several  of  the  plants  are 
in  New  England,  in  which  region  there  is  but  one  public  stockyard, 
located  at  Brighton,  Mass.,  and  used  as  a  market  for  milch  cows, 
not  for  the  handling  of  beef  cattle  intended  for  slaughter.  At  other 
points  covered  by  the  complaints  public  stockyards  are  maintained, 
adjacent  to  which  are  packing  plants  with  which  complainants  are 
said  to  come  more  or  less  into  competition  in  the  purchnse  of  liro 

88LC.C. 

D.qitizeaOyGoO<^lc 


OMAHA  PACKING  CO.   V.  A.,  T.  A  S.   F.   HY.   CO.  47 

stock  and  in  the  Bale  of  the  products.  A  notable  instance  is  Chicago, 
ivhere  the  complainant  Omaha  Packing  Ccnnpan;  operates  a  packing 
plant  and  adjacent  private  pens,  situates  considerable  distance  from 
the  public  stockyards  operated  by  the  Union  Stock  Yard  &  Transit 
Company  and  adjacent  to  which  are  Uie  plants  of  some  of  the  prin- 
cipal packers  of  the  country.  Another  is  Cleveland,  Ohio,  where  the 
complainant  in  No.  12131  operates  a  plant  near  the  public  Cleveland 
Union  Stock  Yards,  as  d6  certain  competitors,  and  operates  another, 
with  adjacent  unloading  pens,  some  8  miles  distant.  Another  situa- 
tion is  that  a  public  stockyard  is  maintained  at  East  St.  Louis,  III., 
while  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  having  no  such  facility,  one  of  the  complain- 
ants and  another  large  concern  operate  packing  plants  and  accessorial 
tmloading  pens. 

For  many  years  prior  to  1917  it  had  been  the  general  practice  of 
the  carriers  to  assume  and  pay,  out  of  their  line-haul  revenues,  the 
charges  for  loading  and  unloading  ordinary  live  stock  at  public 
stoct^ards,  but  not  elsewhere.  The  equipment  of  the  public  yards 
doubtless  has  made  the  practice  more  economical  for  the  carriers 
than  the  maintenance  of  such  facilities  or  the  performance  of  such 
services  themselves.  In  that  year,  however,  the  Union  Stock  Yard 
A  Transit  Company,  at  Chicago,  increased  its  respective  unloading 
and  loading  charges  from  25  and  60  cents  per  car  to  60  and  76  cents. 
The  transportation  lines  engaged  in  the  traffic  to  and  from  that  city 
refused  to  absorb  the  increases,  and  in  Li^e  Stock  Loading  and  Un- 
loading Charges,  62  I.  C.  C,  209,  their  action  was  upheld  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  shipper,  not  of  the  carrier,  to 
load  and  unload  carload  tradic,  including  live  stock.  Thereupon, 
the  interstate  commerce  act  was  amended  by  the  addition  of  para- 
graph (6)  to  section  15,  as  follows: 

TransportatloD  wholly  by  railroad  of  ordinary  Hfc  stock  In  carload  lota  des- 
tined to  or  received  at  public  atockyards  shall  include  all  neceaaary  service  Of 
unloading  and  reloading  en  route,  delivery  at  puhtic  stockfards  of  inbound 
sblpments  Into  suitable  pens,  and  receipt  and  loading  at  sucli  yards  of  out- 
bound sbipments,  without  extra  charge  therefor  to  the  shipper,  consignee  or 
owner,  except  in  cases  wbere  tbe  unloading  or  reloading  en  route  Is  at  the 
request  of  the  shipper,  consignee  or  owner,  or  to  try  an  intermediate  market,  ot 
to  comply  with  quarantine  regulations.  The  Commission  may  prescribe  or  ap- 
prove Inst  and  reasonable  rules  governing  each  of  such  excepted  service*. 
NotUng  In  this  paragraph  shall  be  construed  to  affect  the  duties  and  liabilities 
of  the  carriers  now  existing  by  virtue  of  law  respecting  the  transportation  of 
other  than  ordinary  live  stocb,  or  the  duty  of  performlog  service  as  to  ship- 
ments other  than  those  to  or  from  public  stockyards. 

The  case  above  cited  having  been  reopened,  we  reversed  the  find- 
ing respecting  the  duty  of  loading  and  unloading  live  stock  at  the 
Chicago  stockyards,  58  I.  C.  C,  164,  and  in  both  reports  we  found 
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and  h«ld  that  those  yarda  were  the  terminals,  for  the  receipt  and 
delivery  of  live  etock,  of  the  line-haul  carriers  utilizing  them. 

In  giving  effect  to  the  statnte  the  carriers  have  designated  in 
their  tariffs  certain  public  stockyards  falling  within  the  definition 
published  by  the  bureau  of  animal  industry,  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, as  follows: 

Stockrarda  where  tradlnc  in  lire  stock  la  carried  oa;  wbere  yardliiK.  tead- 
Ins,  and  watering  facilities  are  proTided  by  tbe  stockyards,  transportaticHi,  or 
dmllar  company,  and  wbere  redernl  In^tectlon  Is  maintained  for  the  Infec- 
tion of  live  stock  for  ccMiunanlcabie  dlse&sea. 

The  loading  and  onloading  charges  appear  to  have  varied  some- 
what as  between  the  several  public  stocl^ards  of  the  country,  but 
in  May,  1921,  following  our  approval  in  LUie  Stock  Loading  and 
Unloading  Charges,  61  I.  C.  C,  223,  they  became  uniformly  $1  per 
car  at  Chicago  and  other  western  points. 

The  complainants  contend  that,  while  the  statutory  requirement 
is  in  terms  limited  to  loading  and  unloading  at  public  stockyards 
or  en  route  to  or  from  such  stockyards,  Congress  did  not  thereby 
repeal  or  modify  other  provisions  of  the  act;  and,  as  conclusive, 
they  point  out  the  here  pertinent  concluding  provision  of  the  amend- 
ment,  that~- 

NothlDK  in  this  ptkrasrapb  shall  be  constmed  to  affect  ■  •  •  the  Aatj  of 
perfonnlnf  service  as  to  ehlpuieata  other  than  those  to  or  from  public  stock- 
yards. 

It  is  urged  that  the  amendatory  provision  in  no  wise  impairs 
section  S  of  the  act — one  of  the  fundamental  parts  of  the  statute — 
which  condemns  and  prohibits  any  undue  or  unreasonable  prefer- 
ence of  or  advantage  to  any  particular  person,  company,  firm,  corpo- 
ration, or  locality,  or  any  particular  description  of  traffic,  in  any 
respect  whatsoever,  and  the  subjection  of  any  such  entity,  locality,  or 
traffic  to  any  undue  or  unreasonable  prejudice  or  disadvantage  in 
any  respect  whatsoever.  It  is  insisted  that  such  prejudice  and  pref- 
erence as  that  section  prohibits  are  established  by  the  evidence  of 
competition  between  the  complainants,  on  the  one  hand,  whose 
plants  are  served  b;  their  own  stock  pens  and  where  neither  an 
unloading  service  nor  its  equivalent  by  way  of  allowance  is  accorded 
by  the  carriers,  and  whose  shipments  are  not  unloaded  and  re- 
loaded en  route  under  the  line-haul  rates,  and  those  packing  plants, 
on  the  other  band,  which  are  fortunate  enough  to  adjoin  public 
stoclgrards  and  so  are  enabled  to  reap  the  benefits  of  the  unloading 
service  there  provided  and  of  the  unloading  and  reloading  service 
en  route. 

While  a  somewhat  extended  reference  is  made  in  one  brief  to  the 
duty  of  common  carriers  by  railroad,  under  section  1  of  the  act,  to 
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provide  facilities  and  services  in  connection  with  the  receipt  and  de- 
livery of  property  transported,  and  while  public  stockyards  appear 
not  to  be  maintained  at  some  of  the  points  here  involved  or  within 
ctrnvenient  reach  of  the  complainant  plants  at  points  at  which  they 
are  maintained,  no  such  issue  is  before  ns  in  these  cases.  The  relief 
Bougbt  relates  only  to  the  private  stock  pens,  and  contemplates  the 
exclusive  benefit,  of  the  ctnnplsinants.  Nor  are  we  here  called 
upon  to  approve  or  disapprove  the  definition  of  public  stockyards 
adopted  by  the  carriers. 

As  far  as  the  unloading  at  destination  is  concerned,  we  are  unable 
to  accede  to  the  contentions  thus  pressed  upon  our  attention.  First, 
it  is  inconceivable  to  us  that  Congress  would  resort  to  a  roundahoat 
mrthod  of  imporinf;  upon  the  carriers  the  duty  of  loading  and  on- 
loading  ordinary  live  stock  at  both  public  and  private  yards;  that  is 
to  say,  would  first  single  out  public  stockyards  as  the  beneficiaries  of 
the  loading  and  unloading  service  under  the  line-haul  rates  and  then 
add  a  provision  designed  to  extend  that  service  to  private  yards  as  a 
"  dnty  "  pertaining  "  to  shipments  other  than  those  to  or  from  public 
stockyards."  The  amendment  is  definitely  limited,  both  as  to  initial 
loading  and  as  to  final  unloading,  to  public  stockyards.  It  does  not 
apply  to  initial  loading  at  other  (lian  public  stockyards  even  for  ship- 
ment  to  such  yards.  The  concluding  provision,  as  far  as  pertinent 
here,  is  merely  that  nothing  in  the  amendment  "  shall  be  construed 
to  affect  *  *  *  the  duty  of  performing  service  as  to  ship- 
ments other  than  those  to  or  from  public  stockyards";  that  is,' 
eitiier  to  enlarge  or  diminish  any  such  duty  as  may  exist.  The  posi- 
tive dnty  under  section  1  goes  no  farther  than  to  provide  such  facili- 
ties as  are  reasonably  sufficient  for  the  business  at  particular  points, 
and  the  establishment  of  such  general  facilities  is  not  within  the  relief 
here  sought. 

We  are  also  of  opinion  that  the  differentiation  of  the  traffic  cov- 
ered by  the  amendment  does  not  result  in  unjust  discrimination  or 
undue  or  unreasonable  prejudice  or  preference;  and  we  have  more 
than  once  emphasized  the  distinction  between  mere  discriminations  - 
or  differences  in  transportation  charges  and  services  and  those  which 
are  unjust  or  undue  and  unreasonable.  Indeed,  in  obeying  the 
amendment  to  the  act  the  carriers  do  not  load  and  unload  live  stock 
at  public  stockyards  for  the  benefit  of  certain  shippers  or  consignees; 
the  service  is  available  to  aU  shippers  or  consignees  who  desire  it. 
Whatever  the  practical  advantages  may  be,  the  propinquity  of  cer- 
tain packers  is  merely  their  good  fortune,  for  wMoh  the  carriers  are 
not  chargeable ;  and  the  latter  are  under  no  duty  to  make  compensat- 
ing concessions  to  competing  packers  less  fortunately  situated. 
Tlwre  is,  in  fact,  an  advantage  to  the  complainants  in  having  their 
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inbound  shipments  placed  alongside  their  plants  in  ben  of  public 
terminal  delivery. 

In  Coviriffton  Stock-Yards  Co.  v.  Keith,  189  U.  S.,  128,  decided 
in  1891,  ft  dealer  in  live  stock  at  Covington,  Ky.,  filed  a  petition 
the  purpose  of  which  was  to  compel  the  carrier  concerned  to  deliver 
into  bis  private  yards,  without  charge  in  addition  to  the  line-haul 
charges,  inbound  shipmentB  of  live  stock  consigned  to  him.  The 
carrier  had  a  contract  arrangement  whereunder  the  public  stock- 
yards at  that  point,  near  petitioner's  yards,  constituted  its  ex- 
clusive terminal  for  the  receipt  and  delivery  of  live  stock.  The 
court  below  ordered  and  decreed  that  the  carrier  should  handle  the 
petitioner's  shipments  through  the  public  stockyards,  without  addi- 
tional chai^  for  loading  or  unloading,  or,  if  unable  to  do  so, 
should  handle  his  shipments  through  his  own  yards  on  those  terma- 
In  affirming  the  decree,  the  Supreme  Court  thus  defined  the  duties 
of  common  carriers  by  railroad  concerning  the  receipt  and  delivery 
of  live  stock : 

The  railroad  company,  boldlns  itself  out  aa  a  carrier  of  lire  atock,  was 
Dnder  a  legal  obligation,  arising  out  ol  tbe  natare  of  Its  eroplorment,  to  pro* 
vide  snttable  and  necessary  means  and  faculties  for  receiving  live  stoch  offered 
to  it  for  sblpment  over  its  road  and  connections,  aa  well  as  for  discbaTsliiC 
sncb  stock  after  it  reaches  the  place  to  whldi  It  is  consigned.  The  vital 
question  In  respect  to  such  matters  is,  whether  the  means  and  fadlltles  so 
fumlBhed  by  the  carrier  or  by  some  one  In  Its  behalf  are  sufficient  for  the 
reasonable  accommodation  of  the  pabUc    *    •    * 

When  animals  are  offered  to  a  carrier  of  live  stock  to  be  transported  it  Is 
Its  duty  to  receive  them;  and  that  duty  can  not  he  efficiently  discharged,  at 
least  in  a  town  or  city,  without  the  aid  of  yards  In  which  the  stock  offered 
for  shipments  can  be  received  and  handled  with  safety  and  withoat  In. 
convenience  to  the  public  while  being  loaded  upon  the  cars  in  which  they  are 
to  be  transported.  So,  when  live  stock  reach  the  place  to  which  they  are 
consigned.  It  Is  the  duty  of  the  carrier  to  deliver  them  to  the  consignee;  md 
such  delivery  can  not  be  safely  or  effectively  made  except  In  or  through 
Inclosed  yards  or  lots,  convenient  to  the  place  of  unloading.    •    •    • 

*  ■  *  A  carrier  of  live  stock  has  no  more  right  to  make  a  special  diarge 
lor  merely  receiving  or  merely  delivering  such  stock,  In  and  tbrougb  stock, 
yards  provided  by  Itnelf,  in  order  that  it  may  properly  receive  and  load,  or 
nnlQad  and  deliver,  sach  stock,  than  a  carrier  of  passengers  may  make  a 
spedal  charge  for  the  use  of  Its  passenger  depot  by  passengers  when  pro- 
ceeding to  or  ctonlng  from  Its  trains,  •  •  •  [and]  It  can  not  Invest  an- 
other corporation  or  company  with  authority  to  Impose  burdens  of  that  kind 
upon  shippers  and  consignees.  Tlie  transportation  of  live  stock  begins  with 
their  delivery  to  the  carrier  to  be  loaded  upon  its  cars,  and  ends  only  after 
the  stock  is  unloaded  and  delivered,  or  offered  to  bo  delivered,  to  the  con- 
signee, if  to  be  found,  at  such  place  as  admits  of  their  being  saf^  Uken 
into  possession. 

We  must  not  be  understood  as  holding  that  the  railroad  company,  in  this 
case,  wns  under  any  legal  obligation  to  famish,  or  canse  to  be  furnished, 
suitable  and  convenient  appllancea  for  receiving  and   delivering  live  stock 
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at  ererj  point  on  Its  line  In  tbe  dty  of  CovingtQD  where  peraons  enKaged  In 
biiTtng,  selling  or  shipping  Uve  stocb,  cboBc  to  establish  stodcjards.  In 
respect  to  the  mere  loading  and  unloading  of  live  stocU,  It  is  only  required 
by  the  nature  of  Its  employtn^it  to  furnish  sa<di  factllties  as  are  reasonably 
BOfflclent  for  the  bnslneas  at  that  city. 

While  the  court  declared  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  carrier  to  rto- 
Tide  for  the  loading  and  unloading  of  live  stock,  as  incidents  of  trans- 
portation, under  tbe  line-haul  rates,  it  recognized  the  Covington 
stockyards  as  the  terminal  of  the  carrier  at  that  point  for  that  pur- 
pose, as  did  we  with  respect  to  the  Chicago  public  stockyards;  and 
the  court  further  held  it  to  be  no  duty  of  the  carrier  to  make  like 
provision  for  that  sendee  elsewhere  in  the  same  city  so  long  as  \iA 
own  facilities  were  adequate.  We  must  assume  that  Congress  leg- 
islated on  the  subject  with  full  knowledge  of  the  law  as  so  declared 
by  the  court  of  last  resort,  and  therefore  with  the  knowledge  and 
purpose  that  public  stockyards  would  be  open  to  all  shippers  and 
consignees  as  the  terminals  of  the  carriers  for  the  receipt  and  delivery 
of  live  stock. 

The  cases  at  bar  are  not  the  first  in  which  we  have  considered  such 
a  question.  In  Feltn  <&  Co.  v.  P.  <&  R.  Ry.  Co.,  37  I.  C.  C,  231, 
wherein  the  complainant  sought  a  yardage  allowance  on  interstate 
shipments  of  hogs  upon  like  grounds  and  in  substantially  similar 
circumstances,  we  dismissed  the  complaint.  In  the  course  of  our  re- 
port we  said : 

Complainant  argnes  that  Pfond  &  Sons  [local  competitors]  receive  shlpnients 
of  live  stock  throagb  the  yards  of  tbe  North  Phlladeipbla  Drove  Yarda  at  the 
same  through  rates  as  are  paid  by  complatnaDt,  without  paying  unloading 
charges,  but  complainant  also  may  nae  the  yards  at  North  Phtladelphta. 

We  find  that,  as  far  as  unloading  at  destination  is  concerned,  the 
practice  complained  of  is  not  shown  to  have  violated  or  to  violate  the 
act. 

With  respect  to  the  remaining  question,  it  appears  that  the  un- 
loading and  reloading  en  route  is  done  principally  in  obedience  to 
the  so-called  28-hour  law,  approved  June  29,  1906,  34  Stat.,  607, 
which  prohibits  the  confinement  of  live  stock  in  interstate  transpor- 
tation in  a  railway  car  or  other  vehicle  for  a  longer  period  than  28 
consecutive  hours,  with  certain  exceptions,  without  unloading  into 
properly  equipped  pens  for  rest,  water,  and  food.  The  amendment 
here  under  consideration  excepts  unloading  and  reloading  en  route 
under  the  line-haul  rates,  although  the  movement  is  to  or  from  public 
stockyards,  when  done  at  the  request  of  the  shipper,  consignee,  or 
owner,  or  to  try  an  intermediate  market,  or  to  comply  with  quaran- 
tine regulations. 

Counsel  for  the  defendants  concede  that  as  to  the  unloading  and 
reloading  en  route  there  is  no  logical  reason  for  the  difFercntiation, 
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made  by  the  Bmendment  to  the  act,  between  the  live  stock  destined  to 
public  stockyards  aod  that  destined  to  private  yards.  They  do  not 
contend  that  the  service  itself  is  not  included  wiUiin  the  term  **  trans- 
portation *^  in  section  1  of  the  act,  and  admit  that  the  qoestioa  here 
presented  differs  in  a  marked  degree  from  terminal  unloading.  But, 
on  one  hand,  they  urge  that  the  practice  assailed,  growing  out  of  the 
amendment,  does  not  amount  to  an  unjust  discrimination  or  an  undue 
preference  and  prejudice,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  that  such  a  finrjing 
of  unlawfulness  as  might  conceivably  be  made  in  an  appropriate 
case  would  be  without  adequate  support  in  the  record  in  this  case. 

The  intermediate  unloading  and  reloading  takes  place  either  at 
yards  operated  by  the  carriers  or  at  yards  with  which  they  have 
made  arrangements  for  the  performance  of  the  service.  Prior  to 
the  enactment  of  the  amendatory  provision  the  line-haul  rates  did 
not  include  the  service  of  unloading  and  reloading  en  route,  and 
for  that  service  additional  charges  were  uniformly  mada  Since 
that  time  the  line-haul  rates  on  ordinary  live  stock  destined  to  public 
stockyards  have  included  the  service  of  unloading  and  reloading  en 
route,  but  additional  charges  have  been  made  on  such  traffic  destined 
to  private  yards.  Otherwise  stated,  for  the  transportation  or  haul- 
age service,  apart  from  the  unloading  and  reloading  en  route,  the 
carriers  had  provided  rates  from  and  to  various  points.  On  traffic 
to  public  stockyards  those  rates  have  since  been  reduced  by  the 
amount  of  the  charges  previously  made  for  unloading  and  reload- 
ing en  route,  but  no  corresponding  reduction  has  been  made  in  the 
rates  on  traffic  to  private  yards.  Thus,  higher  aggregate  charges 
have  been  and  are  applied  on  shipments  destined  to  private  yards, 
the  difference  in  the  charges  being  dependent,  not  upon  any  differ* 
ence  in  service,  but  merely  upon  whether  shipments  are  destined  to 
public  or  private  yards  j  and  these  respectively  higher  and  lower 
charges  are  applied  to  two  cars  or  shipments  hauled  in  the  same 
train,  accorded  precisely  the  same  service  at  the  same  intermediate 
point,  and  destined  and  delivered  to  two  yards,  one  j^vate  and  one 
public,  at  the  same  destination  point.  The  distinguishment  goes 
even  further,  since  shipments  from  public  stockyards  to  complain- 
ants* plants  would  be  unloaded  and  reloaded  en  route  without  addi- 
tional charge,  while  for  the  same  service  accorded  shipments  from 
other  yards  or  country  stations  to  the  same  plants  additional  charges 
would  be  imposed.  For  this  difference  in  treatment  we  are  advised 
of  and  can  find  no  transportation  or  other  sufficient  reason. 

There  is  evidence  to  the  effect  that  each  of  the  complainant  plants 
is  in  constant  competition  with  packing  plants  which  receive  their 
live-stock  shipments  through  public  stockyards  and  in  connection 
with  which  no  additional  charge  is  made  for  unloading  and  reload- 
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ing  en  route  otherwise  than  in  the  inBtancea  excepted  b;  the  amend- 
ment itself. 

We  are  of  opinion  and  find  (liat  the  assessment  by  the  defendants 
in  No.  11966,  or  any  of  them,  of  a  charge,  in  addition  to  the  line-haul 
durgos,  for  unloading  and  reloading  en  route  interstate  shipments  of 
ordinary  live  stock  destined  to  the  private  stockyards  adjacent  to 
the  packing  plants  of  the  ctnnplainants  in  said  case,  while  so  unload- 
ing and  reloading  such  shipments  destined  to  public  stockyards,  with- 
out charge  therefor  in  addition  to  the  line-haul  charges,  is  and  for  the 
future  will  be  unduly  prejudicial  to  those  complainants  and  unduly 
preferential  of  their  competitoiB  whose  packing  plants  are  adjacent 
to  pablic  stockyards. 

-  We  further  find  that  the  undue  prejudice  should  be  removed  by 
requiring  the  said  defendante  to  unload  and  reload  en  route,  without 
charge  therefor  in  addition  to  the  line-haul  charges,  interstete  ship- 
mento  of  ordinary  live  stock  destined  to  the  private  stockyards  adja- 
cent to  the  packing  plants  of  the  said  complainante,  except  when  such 
unloading  and  reloading  en  route  is  done  at  the  request  of  the 
shipper,  consignee,  or  owner,  or  to  try  an  intermediate  market,  or  to 
comply  with  quarantine  regulations,  while  so  unloading  and  reload- 
ing en  route,  without  charge  in  addition  to  the  line-haul  charges,  like 
shipmente  destined  te  public  stockyards. 

An  order  giving  effect  to  the  foregoing  findings  will  be  entered. 
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No.  105«2. 

AMERICAN  OREOSOTING  COMPANY 

V. 

DlitEOTOR  GENERAL,  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY 
OF  NEW  JERSEY,  ET  AL. 


Decided  December  SS,  lOtt. 


Finding  of  undue  prejudice  and  disadrantaee  In  original  report,  61  I.  C.  C, 
143,  reversed  and  ordera  vacated,  following  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  In  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  !f.  J.  v.  United  States,  decided 
December  5,  1921.    Comprint  dismlsaed. 

Supplemental  Repobt  of  the  Commission, 
Daniels,  C'ommisaioner: 

In  our  original  report,  61  I.  C.  C,  145,  we  found  that  defendsnts* 
participati(»L  in  tariffs  carrying  joint  rates  on  lumber  and  permitting 
imder  such  rates  creosoting  in  transit  at  Madison,  111.,  Indianapolis, 
Ind,,  Bloomington,  Ind.,  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  Simpson,  Miss.,  orer 
routes  through  Newark,  N.  J.,  while  contemporaneouslj  denying 
similar  transit  arrangements  at  Newark,  subjected  complainant  to 
undue  prejudice  and  disadvantage.  Accordingly,  an  order  was  en- 
tered requiring  the  removal  of  the  undue  prejudice  and  disadvantage 
found  to  exist.  Defendant  carriers,  the  Central  Railroad  of  New 
Jersey,  and  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad,  who  serve  Newark,  and  21 
other  railroads,  brought  suit  in  the  United  States  district  court  for 
the  district  of  New  Jersey  to  enjoin  the  enforcement  of  our  order. 
The  case  was  heard  before  three  jndges  on  an  application  for  a  pre- 
liminary injunction.  This  was  denied,  and  the  case  was  appealed  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  which,  in  its  opinion, 
G.  R.  R.  Co.  of  N.  J.  V.  Umted  States,  decided  December  6, 1921,  said : 

Twenty-one  of  tbe  appellants  are  powerless  either  to  cause  the  Central  and 
the  Pennsylvania  to  install  the  privilege  at  Newark  or  to  cause  tbe  southern 
and  mldwestern  carriers  to  discontinue  tbe  practice  on  their  lines.  The  Cen- 
tral and  the  Pennsylvania  are  likewise  powerless  to  cause  these  connecting 
carriers  to  withdraw  the  privilega  The;  can,  it  Is  true,  equalize  conditions 
by  establishing  the  privilege  at  Newark.  But  to  do  so  would  Involve  dqiarture 
frtim  a  policy  to  which  they  have  steadfastly  adhered  and  adhesion  to  which 
was  held  by  the  Commission  not  to  be  unreasonable. 

It  is  Insisted  that  tbe  order  leaves  appellants  the  alternative  ot  withdrawing 
from  the  tariRs  which  establish  Joint  rates  with  the  southern  and  raldwestem 
carriers  through  Newark.  The  order  does  not  so  provide  in  terms;  and  in 
tact,  tbe  alleged  alternative  is  Illusory.    The  undue  prejudice  found  arises 
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not  from  tbe  extatence  of  Joint  ntes,  bat  from  condltiooa  local  to   ottaer 
nUroBds.    CancelUtlon  ol  tbe  Joint  rates  would  Dot  cbanse  those  condltlonB. 

But  portlctpatloo  merely  In  Joint  rates  does  not  mahe  connecting  carriers 
[wrtnera.  They  can  be  held  Jointly  and  severally  reaponsible  for  nnjnst  dis- 
crimination only  If  each  carrier  has  participated  In  gome  way  In  that  which 
caoaea  th»  unjust  dtacrlmloation ;  as  where  a  lower  Joint  rate  la  Kl^en  to  one 
locality  than  to  another  similarly  situated.  Penn.  RefifUng  Co.  t.  Western  N.  T, 
4  P.  R.  R.  Co.,  208  U.  S.,  203,  221,  222,  225.  Compare  EiMt  Tennessee,  Vtr- 
giftia  4  Otorgta  Ry.  Co.  v.  Interttate  Commerce  CommUHon,  181  U.  S.,  1,  IS. 

In  yiew  of  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court,  our  finding  of  undue 
prejudice  and  disadTsntage  is  reversed.  An  appropriate  order  will 
be  ent«red  vacating  our  former  orders,  and  the  complaint  will  be 
dismissed. 
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iNVESTiaATION  AND  SuSPEKSION  DOCEZT  No.  1401. 

ROUTING  EESTRICTIONS  ON  LUMBER  FROM  HAWLET 
AND  TRUCKEE  GROUP  POINTS. 


Submitted  ffovembvr  I,  I9S1.    Decided  January  9,  I9tt. 


Proposed  Increased  rates  on  lanib«r  and  forest  products,  In  carloads,  from  the 
Hawley  and  Trnclcee  groops  in  Califoinla  and  Nevada  to  interstate  desti- 
nations east  tlieroof  found  not  jnatlfled.  Suspended  schedoles  ordered  can- 
celed and  proceedinK  dlscontliiDed. 

£,'.  W.  Camp  for  resposdeDtfi. 

A.  Larsson  and  A.  S.  Titus  for  protestaots. 

Repobt  of  the  Commission. 

Division  3,  Cohhibsionebs  Eastman,  Poiteb,  and  Caufbeli.. 
■  Bt  Division  8 : 

By  schedules  in  supplement  No.  1  to  agent  Couutiss'  tariff  I.  C.  C. 
No.  1092,  filed  to  become  effective  September  16,  1921,  the  respond- 
ents, the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe,  Gulf,  Colorado  &  Santa  F«, 
and  Panhandle  &  Santa  Fe,  propose  to  withdraw  from  participation 
in  joint  commodity  rates  on  lumber  and  forest  products,  in  carloads, 
from  Hawley  and  Truckee  group  points  in  California  and  Nevada 
to  interstate  destinations  east  thereof  on  or  reached  over  their  lines. 
By  schedules  in  supplement  No.  2  to  that  tariff,  filed  to  beccune  ef- 
fective October  16, 1921,  respondents  propose,  in  lieu  of  withdrawing 
from  participation  in  the  joint  rates,  which  would  bring  about  viola- 
tions of  the  long-and-short-haul  provifflon  of  the  fourth  section  of 
the  act,  to  increase  the  joint  rat«s  from  these  groups  over  routes 
including  their  lines  to  the  coast  group  basis.  Upon  protest  of  the 
CaUfomia  White  &  Sugar  Pine  Manufacturers  Association,  the  Bed 
River  Lumber  Company,  and  the  F.  S.  Murphy  Lumber  Company, 
the  operation  of  Uiese  schedules  was  suspended  until  February  12, 
1922.    Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  100  pounds. 

Respondents  rely  principally  upon  the  claim  that  their  divirions  of 
the  present  rates  are  not  satisfactory.  They  assert  that  their  revenue 
from  this  traffic  does  not  pay  out-of-pocket  costs;  that  the  propc»ed 
schedules  would  result  in  increased  charges  only  on  shipments  to 
local  points  on  their  lines,  inasmuch  as  the  Hawley  and  Truckee 
group  rates  would  still  apply  over  other  routes  to  common  or  com- 
petitive points  and  to  local  points  cm  other  lines;  that  the  local  points 
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OQ  their  lines  to  which  traffic  from  these  groups  moves  are  compara- 
tively few ;  and  that  to  Santa  Fe  points  conditions  generally  do  not 
justify  lower  rates  on  lumber  and  forest  products  from  the  Hawley 
and  'Htickee  groups  than  from  the  coast  group. 

The  present  Hawley  and  Truckee  group  rates  are  related  to  the 
coast  group  rates  as  follows :  Kine  cents  less  to  points  in  Colorado,  4 
cents  less  to  points  on  respondents*  lines  or  the  lines  of  their  connec- 
tions in  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  and  to  the  Missouri  Biver, 
and  8  cents  less  to  stations  east  of  the  Missouri  Biver.  The  Santa 
Fe  serves  the  coast  group  as  an  originating  line,  and  respondents* 
divisions  of  the  coast  group  rates  generally  yield  a  higher  revenue 
tiian  their  divisions  of  the  Hawley  and  Truckee  group  rates. 

The  rates  from  these  groups  are  blanketed  both  as  to  points  of 
origin  and  destination.  Protaitants'  main  objection  to  the  suspended 
schedules  is  that  these  groups  will  be  disrupted  if  exceptions  to  the 
application  of  the  rates  are  made  by  the  various  lines. 

Evidence  submitted  by  protestants  indicates  that  the  car-mile  earn- 
ings under  the  present  rates  are  reasonably  high  and  that  if  the  bub- 
peoded  echedulea  become  effective  a  substantial  volume  of  traffic  will 
be  affected  and  the  shippers  of  lumber  and  forest  products  from  the 
Hawley  and  Truckee  groups,  who  are  in  competition  with  shippers 
from  southwestern  points  such  as  Albuquerque,  X.  Mex.,  and  Flag- 
staff and  Williams,  Ariz.,  will  be  seriously  handicapped.  For  ex- 
ample, the  rate  on  box  shocks  from  Albuquerque  to  Colorado  points, 
for  distances  ranging  from  852  to  528  miles,  is  84  cents.  The  present 
gronp-J  rate  from  the  Hawley  and  Truckee  groups  to  the  same  points 
b  47.5  cents,  and  the  proposed  rate  on  traffic  routed  over  respondents' 
lines  is  M.5  cents.  Protestants  state  that  their  products  will  not 
move  under  the  latter  rate. 

CaDceUation  of  the  present  joint  rates  can  not  be  justified  on  th« 
ground  that  respondents*  divimons  thereof  are  unsatisfactory.  If 
satisfactory  divisions  can  not  be  agreed  upon  between  respondents 
and  their  connections,  that  matter  may  be  presented  to  us  in  an 
appn^riate  proceeding. 

We  find  that  the  proposed  schedules  have  not  been  justified.  An 
order  will  be  entered  requiring  their  cancellation  and  diBcontinuing 
tiiis  proceeding. 
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No.  11962. 

WESTERN  PETROLEUM  REFINERS  ASSOCIATION 

V. 

ABERDEEN  &  ROCKFISH  RAILROAD  COMPANY  ET  AI* 


8u1»nltted  December  S,  1921.    Decided  Januaru  9,  19tt. 


Haintenance  of  track-storage  chargea  oo  gasoline  and  other  articles  reqnlrlnc 
"Inflammable"  placards  under  regulatloDs  prescribed  by  the  Commlsalon, 
when  held  In  tank  can  on  private  tracks  where  the  ownership  of  the  tracks 
and  the  cars  Is  the  same,  tonod  not  tmreasonable  or  otherwise  nnlawfal 
where  the  private  tracks  are  described  aa  "  Ballroad  Premlaee  "  in  a  rule 
of  defendants'  tarlfCs.    Complaint  dismissed. 
T.  M.  Banrahanf  CUford  Thome,  and  Fayette  B.  Dow  lor  oom- 
plftinant 
B.  W.  Barrett  for  (lefflndaiit& 

BxFORT  or  THE  CoHinssioN. 
DinsioM  2,  CoKiciasioNEQs  Danieu,  Esch,  and  Cahfbcuu 
Danielb,  OomnusBioner : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  bj 
the  examiner  and  the  case  was  orally  argued. 

Complftinant  is  an  association  of  refiners  of  petroleum  and  petro- 
leum products,  with  plants  located  principally  in  the  midcontinent 
oil  fields.  It  attacks  as  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and 
unduly  prejudicial,  track-storage  charges  on  tank-car  loads  of  gaso- 
line and  other  articles,  requiring  "inflammable"  placards,  held  on 
private  tracks  of  complainant's  members,  when  the  ownership  of 
the  tracks  and  the  cars  is  the  same.  We  are  asked  to  order  the 
cancellation  of  these  charges. 

No  evidence  was  presented  as  to  any  article  of  the  class  described 
other  than  gasoline.  The  charge,  which  is  at  present  $2  per  car  per 
day,  applies  after  the  expiration  of  18  hours  from  the  first  7  a.  m. 
foUowing  notice  of  arrival.  Rule  6  of  the  governing  tariff,  agent 
Fairbanks*  I.  C.  C.  No.  9,  provides  for  the  application  of  the  charge 
when  the  articles  are  held  in  or  on  "raitrcmd  premises."  In  the 
definition  of  this  term  complainant  contends  that  defendants  have 
illegally  assumed  control  over  the  private  properties  of  the  refineries. 
The  t«rm  is  defined  in  the  tariff  as  follows: 

The  term  "Railroad  Premises,"  na  used  In  tills  rule  when  aivllcable  to  car- 
luud  sUpmenti,  ahoU  embrace  all  tracks  which  tbla  railroad  provides  ftir  ttt 
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own  naes  and  pnrpoBes ;  and  also  private  tracks  coDBtmcted,  malntaloed  or 
operated  under  a  written  agreemect  b^  wblcb  this  railroad  reserves  the  rleht 
to  Dae  tlie  whole  <nr  any  part  of  them  for  Itself  or  others  than  the  party  with 
wbom  Uie  acreaaent  la  ezecated. 

Id  answer  to  a  quastioimaire  forwarded  by  complainsnt  to  its  mem- 
bers for  the  purpose  of  securing  informB.tion  as  to  the  status  of  the 
tracks  on  which  their  refineries  are  located,  it  is  shown  that  of  44 
companies,  3fi  own  both  the  land  and  tracks,  2  own  the  land  but  the 
railroad  owns  the  tracks,  and  7  are  located  on  railroad  property; 
that  as  to  all  but  7  of  the  companies,  the  railroads  have  the  right 
andor  contracts  to  use  the  tracks,  and  that  in  10  instances  the  rail- 
roads have  taken  advantage  of  this  pririlege. 

In  questioning  the  propriety  of  the  storage  charge  complainant 
cftlla  attention  to  the  decision  in  In  the  Matter  of  Private  Cars,  60 
I.  C.  C,  652,  wherein  we  foond  that  the  tariffs  should  be  changed  so 
that  private  cars  standing  on  the  private  tracks  of  owners  would 
not  be  subject  to  demurrage  charges.  The  carriers  there  conceded 
that  private  cars  should  be  exempted  from  demurrage  under  such 
circumstances.  A  similar  finding  is  sought  as  to  the  charges  here 
assailed.  No  objection  is  made  to  these  charges  as  applied  where 
demurrage  now  accrues. 

l^e  legality  of  rtoPage  charges  under  circumstances  as  described 
was  considered  in  Aetna  Explosives  Go.  v.  P.,  C,  C.  t&  St.  L.  R.  R. 
Co^  63  I.  G.  C,  707.  The  complainant  there  attacked  as  unreason- 
able storage  charges  assessed  on  tank-car  loads  of  acids,  benzol,  and 
naphtha,  and  asked  for  the  establishment  of  a  tariff  provision  to  the 
effect  that  private  cars  on  private  tracks  should  not  be  subject  to  such 
charges.  The  shipments  were  held  in  tank  cars  owned  or  leased  by 
complainant,  and  on  tracks  located  partly  on  the  railroad's  right  of 
way  and  partly  on  land  owned  or  leased  by  a  subsidiary  chemical 
company  of  complainant.  The  railroad  had  the  right  under  contract 
to  use,  without  cost,  the  whole  or  any  part  of  such  tracks  in  conoec- 
tion  with  other  business  than  that  of  the  chemical  company,  when 
tiie  tracks  were  not  occupied  by  the  chemical  company,  provided  such 
use  did  not  interfere  with  the  handling  of  business  of  the  latter. 
Under  the  tariff  governing  those  shipments  the  storage  charges 
applied  on  shipments  unloaded  in  or  on  railroad  premises.  We  found 
the  charges  I^ally  applicable,  citing  Pittsburgh,  C,  C.  <£  St.  L.  Ry. 
Co.  T.  Freedom  OH  Works,  247  Fed.,  678,  in  which  a  similar  state 
of  facts  was  presented.  Thus  it  appears  tiiat  the  findings  in  these 
cases  in  effect  were  that  the  contracts  for  the  use  of  the  private  tracks 
by  the  railroad  constituted  the  tracks  "railroad  premises"  with 
respect  to  the  application  of  storage  charges.  We  distinguished  Dova 
Ch&mietU  Co.  v.  P.  M.  B.  R.  Co.,  61 1.  C.  C,  1,  in  which  it  was  shown 
that  while  a  part  of  the  tracks  upon  which  the  cars  were  held  were 
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owned  by  the  railroad,  they  were  located  on  complainaot's  land,  were 
used  exclusively  as  plant  facilities,  and  the  railroad  had  not  reserved 
the  right  to  use  the  tracks.  We  accordingly  held  in  that  case  that 
the  tracks  could  in  no  proper  sense  be  regarded  as  "  premises  "  of  the 
railroad. 

The  tariff  rule  in  the  instant  case,  defining  railroad  premises  to 
embrace  private  tracks  constructed,  maintained,  or  operated  under 
a  written  agreement  by  which  the  carrier  reserves  the  right  to  use 
such  tracks  for  itself  or  others,  makes  the  written  agreement  the 
controlling  factor  rather  than  the  right  to  use  such  tracks.  While 
it  IB  not  presumed  that  the  carriers  would  in  many  instances  have 
the  right  to  use  private  tracks  without  a  written  agreement,  it  would 
seem  that  the  substance  of  the  rule  is  that  the  carrier  has  the  right 
to  use  the  tracks,  whether  evidenced  by  a  written  agreem^it  author- 
izing the  use,  or  not. 

It  is  specifically  stated  in  exceptions  filed  on  behalf  of  complain- 
ant: 

We  have  attacked  the  cbarg«  oot  on  the  ground  that  It  should  not  be 
assessed  under  a  fair  Interpretation  of  the  tarlO,  but  on  the  ground  ttat  tbe 
tarifl  Itself  is  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory  and  undu^  preJudldaL 

It  appears  that  refineries  in  eastern  states  such  as  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania  are  generally  located  very  close  and  sometimes  within 
a  few  feet  of  the  railroad  right  of  way,  and  frequently  in  congested 
districts  close  to  other  buildings.  Those  in  the  midcontinent  fields 
are  of  newer  and  safer  construction  and  are  usually  situated  several 
hundred  feet  from  the  railroad  tracks.  A  representative  of  one 
company  testified  that  its  unloading  station  was  about  2,000  feet 
from  the  nearest  point  of  the  railroad. 

Witnesses  representing  certain  refineries,  members  of  complain- 
ant association,  presented  evidence  to  the  effect  that  loaded  cars  are 
inspected  immediately  upon  arrival  and  unloaded  promptly;  that 
extreme  precautions  are  taken  in  loading  and  unloading;  that  the 
danger  from  gasoline  held  in  tank  cars  on  private  tracks  is  no  greater 
than  when  in  storage  tanks  of  the  refineries;  that  during  the  past 
year  there  was  but  one  accident  at  any  of  the  plants  belonging  to 
complainant's  members;  that  in  view  of  the  care  exercised  and  the 
facilities  available  no  special  hazard  is  involved ;  and  that  the  charge 
is  therefore  unnecessary  and  does  not  operate  to  expedite  the  loading 
or  unloading  of  the  cars.  The  storage  charges  which  have  aocrued, 
BO  far  as  the  record  shows,  have  been  negligible;  the  total  chargee 
against  one  large  company  with  refineries  at  several  points  having 
been  only  $68.  Complainant  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  re- 
fineries are  also  generally  subject  to  supervinon  and  regulation  on 
the  part  of  local  authorities  as  to  safety  conditions. 
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When  casinghead  gasoline  is  held  in  tank  cars  vapors  are  released 
through  vents  provided  for  that  purpose,  and  as  it  becomes  less  vola- 
tile, interior  pressure  is  removed,  and  there  is  less  liability  of  explo- 
sion from  the  gasoline  in  the  cars;  from  which  complainant  urges 
that  the  length  of  the  time  for  which  the  gasoline  is  held  does  not 
add  materially  to  the  hazard.  An  inspector  of  the  bureau  of  explo- 
sives testified  that  the  practice  of  holding  the  gasoline  in  tank  cars 
for  the  purpose  of  allowing  the  vapors  to  escape,  which  is  termed 
"  weathering,"  is  followed  where  adequate  storage  facilities  are  lack- 
ing at  refineries.  These  vapors,  if  given  off  in  material  quantities, 
form  a  dangerous  and  explosive  mixture  with  the  air,  which,  as 
shown  by  actual  instances,  will  ignite  at  distances  of  several  hundred 
feet  from  the  cars.'  Thus,  while  the  gasoline  in  the  car  may  become 
relatively  less  dangerous,  it  is  manifest  that  the  chances  of  accident 
increase  the  longer  it  is  held  in  the  car.  In  addition  there  is  always 
the  danger  from  leakage,  which  has  been  one  of  the  main  causes  of 
accidents  in  the  past.  Testimony  was  offered  that  the  railroads  have 
contracts  with  many  if  not  most  of  the  r^neries,  whose  tracks  they 
use,  which  to  a  considerable  extent  release  the  railroad  from  liability 
to  damage  resulting  from  such  use. 

The  claim  of  undue  prejudice  is  predicated  upon  the  fact  that 
where  the  railroad  has  not  reserved  the  right  to  use  the  plant  tracks 
no  charge  is  or  can  be  made,  but  where  the  railroad  has  made  such 
reservation  the  charge  is  made.  In  other  words,  complainant  argues 
that  shippers  are  penalized  when  they  grant  to  the  railroads  the  con- 
venience of  using  their  private  tracks.  The  record  is  insolEcient 
to  support  a  specific  finding  of  undue  prejudice.  It  is  apparent 
that  if  any  competitors  of  complainant's  members  now  enjoy  an 
advantage  in  this  respect,  such  advantage  results  not  from  sepa- 
rate action  of  the  railroads,  but  from  the  voluntary  action  of  com- 
plainant's members  in  entering  into  agreements  for  the  use  of  their 
tracks  by  the  railroads.  Complainant's  contention  that  shippers  are 
forced  by  the  carriers  to  sign  contracts  making  private  tracks  rail- 
road premises  is  not  sustained  on  this  record.  No  claim  of  undue 
prejudice  or  preference  can  be  sustained  under  these  circumstances. 

Statistics  of  the  bureau  of  explosives  offered  in  evidence  show  that 
from  1911  to  1920,  inclusive,  27  accidents  have  occurred  during  the 
storage  of  tank  cars  containing  inflammable  liquids  on  or  adjacent 
to  railroad  property  excluding  those  resulting  from  road  wrecks, 
collisions,  and  derailments.  In  these  27  accidents  22  persons  were 
killed,  74  injured,  and  the  property  loss  was  $300,434. 

In  connection  with  the  present  free-time  limit  and  with  certain 
requirements  as  to  notice  to  consignors  the  charge  here  considered 
was  approved  for  application  in  central  territory  in  Storage  ChoBrgea 
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in  C.  F.  A.  Territory,  28  I.  C.  C,  372.  Defendants  state  that  when 
the  charge  was  first  made  effective  it  resulted  in  more  prompt  re- 
moval of  packages  containing  dangerous  articles  from  freight  sta- 
tions, and  they  call  attention  to  the  negligible  amount  of  charges 
which  have  accrued,  as  indicating  its  efBcacy  in  producing  s  like 
result  as  to  carload  shipments.  The  reasonableness  of  the  charge 
as  applied  to  shipments  held  in  private  cars  on  tracks  of  owners  was 
not  in  issue  in  the  case  last  cited,  but  was  before  us  in  Aetna  Explo- 
sives Co.  V,  P.,  G.,  C.  t6  Bt.  L.  S.  R.  Co.,  snpra.  Most  of  the  con- 
tentions urged  in  the  instant  case  were  considered  in  that  case,  but 
we  found  that  the  charge  was  not  unreasonable.  The  analogy  to  de- 
murrage charges  is  not  controlling  here.  The  primary  purpose  of 
demurrage  is  to  induce  the  prompt  release  of  equipment,  whereas 
the  primary  purpose  of  the  storage  charge  as  here  applied  is  to 
promote  safety.  The  latter  charge,  so  far  as  the  record  diacloses, 
has  been  in  no  way  burdensome  to  shippers,  and  is  reasonably  ool- 
'  culated  to  bring  about  the  end  for  which  it  was  established. 

We  find  that  the  maintenance  of  the  storage  charge  assailed  is  not 
unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful.  The  complaint  will  be  dis- 
missed. 
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DOUESIIC  BILL  OF  LADING  AND  LIVE  STOCK  CONIBACT. 


No.  4844. 

DOMESTIC  BILL  OF  LADING  AND  LIVE   STOCK  CON- 

TRACT. 

IN  THE  MATTER  OF  BILLS  OF  LADING. 


Deotded  January  9,  l9Zi. 


Rnles  and  retrolatloDB,  heretofore  found  reasonable  tn  64  I.  C.  C,  3S7,  prescrib- 
ing forms  of  uniform  domestic  bill  of  Indlng  and  uniform  live  stock  con- 
tract, modified  In  certain  particulars. 
Same  appearances  as  in  former  report. 

ReFOKT  of  the   CoUMISfilON   CM    PETITION   FOB   MODIFICATION, 

Bt  the  CoMHiasioH : 

In  our  former  report,  Domestic  Bill  of  Lading  and  Live  Stock 
Contract,  64  I.  C.  C,  357,  we  made  certain  reasonable  rules  and  regu- 
lations prescribing  a  nniform  domestic  bill  of  lading  and  a  uniform 
live  stock  contract,  shown  as  Appendixes  D  and  F,  respectively,  to 
the  former  report.  No  order  yaa  entered.  Thereafter  the  uniform 
bill  of  lading  committee,  representing  the  railroads  in  official  classi- 
fication territory,  filed  with  us  on  December  34,  1921,  a  petition  for 
modification  of  our  findings  in  the  particulars  hereinafter  indicated 
and  serred  copies  thereof  upon  the  parties  who  appeared  at  the  hear- 
ings or  argument  as  provided  in  rule  XV  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 
More  than  10  days  have  elapsed  since  such  service  and  no  reply  to  the 
petition  has  been  filed  by  any  party. 

Under  our  former  report,  the  first  sentence  of  section  7  of  the  con- 
ditions of  the  domestic  bill  of  lading  is  as  follows : 

Except  In  those  instances  where  It  may  lawfully  be  authorized  to  do  so,  no 
carrier  by  railroad  shall  deliver  or  relinquish  possession  at  destination  of  the 
property  covered  by  this  bill  of  lading  until  all  tariff  rates  and  charges  thereon 
have  been  paid. 

The  first  sentence  of  section  8  of  the  uniform  live  stock  contract, 
found  reasonable  in  our  former  report,  is  substantially  the  same. 

The  carriers  propose  to  modify  the  sentences  ty  inserting  in  cncli 
case,  at  the  beginning  thereof,  the  following  words : 

The  owner  or  consignee  shall  pay  the  freight  and  average,  if  any,  and  all 
other  lawful  chaises  accruing  on  said  property ;  but, 
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This  would  make  the  first  seiit«Dce  of  section  7,  for  exunple,  read: 
The  owner  or  conaignee  Bhall  pay  the  freight  and  average,  If  any,  and  all 
other  lawful  charges  accrulog  on  aald  property;  but,  except  In  those  loBtancea 
where  It  may  lawfully  be  authorized  to  do  bo,  no  carrier  by  railroad  shall 
deliver  or  rellnqulsb  possession  at  destination  of  the  property  covered  by  this 
bill  of  lading  tmtil  all  terltt  rates  and  charges  thereon  have  been  paid. 

In  support  of  their  request  for  this  modification,  which,  the;  say, 
is  intended  to  eliminate  doubt  as  to  the  liability  of  the  consignee 
for  charges  accruing  on  shipments  consigned  to  him,  the  carriers 
give  the  following  reasons : 

1.  It  la  well-settled  law  that  a  consignee  acceptlnK  delivery  of  a  shipment 
becomes  liable  for  the  cbarges  lawfully  accming  thereon. 

2.  The  carrier  could  not  contract  with  the  consignee  to  relieve  the  latter 
of  this  llabilllr. 

3.  The  bills  of  lading  heretofore  In  ase  have  carried  the  provision  that  the 
consignee  shall  be  liable  for  charges,  and  Its  omission  might  render  It  dtfflnilt 
tor  carriers  to  collect  their  lawful  charges. 

4.  The  provision  making  the  consignee  liable  for  charges  was  not  objected 
to  at  the  hearings,  bnt  was  agreed  upon  by  all  parties. 

0.  There  Is  no  evidence  which  would  warrant  the  Gommlssltm  In  strlkii^ 
out  the  provision  In  the  bills  now  In  use. 

6.  There  Is  no  conflict  between  the  proposed  modification  and  the  provision 
of  section  3  of  the  Interstate  commerce  act 

T,  Any  Impairment  of  the  ability  of  carriers  to  collect  their  lawful  diargos 
would  result  In  unjust  dtacrlmination,  contrary  to  the  interstate  commtfce  act 
and  the  Blklus  act 

It  was  not  OUT  intention,  in  making  rules  and  regulations  prescrib- 
ing forms  of  the  uniform  domestic  bill  of  lading  and  the  uniform 
live  stock  contract,  to  attempt  to  relieve  con^gnees  from  the  obliga- 
tion imposed  upon  them  by  law.  In  view  of  the  question  which  hw 
been  raised,  the  absence  of  obj'ection  to  the  modification,  and  the 
desirability  of  removing  any  opportunity  for  confusion,  we  approve 
and  adopt  as  just  and  reasonable  the  proposed  modifications. 

The  carriers  also  request  that  the  word  "Duplicate"  before  the 
word  "  Original "  be  eliminated  from  the  face  of  the  uniform  do- 
mestic bill  of  lading,  and  that  it  be  inserted  before  the  word  "  Origi- 
nal "  on  the  face  of  the  tmifonn  live  stock  contract.  A  number  of 
reasons  are  assigned  for  this  request,  among  them  being  the  state- 
ments that  the  words  used  in  our  former  report  reverse  the  current 
prat^ce,  would  interfere  with  the  negotiability  of  order  bills  of 
lading,  and  would  cause  great  confusion. 

The  words  "  Duplicate  Original "  on  the  face  of  the  domestic  bill 
of  lading  were  taken  from  the  form  prescribed  by  us  in  BiUs  of 
Lading,  62  I.  C.  C,  671,  Appendix  B.  Our  attention  was  not  called 
to  any  objections  to  them.    In  view,  however,  of  the  petition  for 
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modification  and  tbe  absence  of  objection  to  the  desired  modification, 
ffe  approve  and  adopt  as  just  and  reasonable  the  requested  modifica- 
tion in  this  respect  of  the  miif  orm  domestic  bill  of  lading  and  the 
uniform  live  stock  contract. 
So  order  is  necessary. 


No.  11233. 
aNCINNATI  ABATTOIR  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  PITTSBURGH,  CINCIN^ 
NATI,  CHICAGO  &  ST.  LOUIS  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 
ET  AL. 


Submitted  Ifovember  tO,  19W.    Decided  January  10,  J9i$. 


Bnte  on  fresh  frozen  beef,  in  carloailB,  from  Colambus,  Oblo,  to  New  York. 
N.  Y.,  found  to  have  been  nnreasonable.    Reparation  awarded. 

L,  W,  Perkins  for  complninant. 

Guernsey  Orcutt,  John  F.  Finerty,  and  Royal  MeKenna  for  de- 
fendants. 

Report  or  the  Commission. 
DmaiON  2,  Commissioners  Danibls,  Potteb,  and  Esch. 
By  Division  2 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner. 

Complainant  is  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  meat-packing  busi- 
n«ES  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  By  complaint,  filed  January  19,  1920,  it 
eeeks  reparation  on  10  carloads  of  fresh  frozen  beef,  H  of  which  were 
shipped  during  February  and  S  during  April,  1918,  from  Columbus, 
Ohio,  to  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  rate  charged  was  un- 
reasonable, unduly  prejudicial,  and  in  violation  of  section  4  of  the 
act    Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & 
St.  Louis  and  the  Pennsylvania.  They  aggregated  351,436  pounds 
and  charges  were  collected  in  the  total  sum  of  $2,432  at  the  applicable 
first-class  rate  of  89.6  cents.  Based  on  this  rate  the  charges  ap- 
plicable amounted  to  $2,4^.48  and  there  is  therefore  an  undercharge 
of  $10.48. 
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Ounmoditj  rates  of  39  cents  uid  46  cents,  applied  during  Febm- 
ary  and  April,  1918,  respectively,  from  London,  Ohio,  to  New  York 
by  wa;  of  the  defendant  carriers'  lines  through  ColQmbas.  The 
tariff  naming  the  latter  rates  provided  in  accordance  with  rule  77 
of  Tariff  Circular  18-A  that  upon  reasonable  request  therefor  rates 
would  be  established  from  intermediate  points  not  exceeding  those 
from  more  distant  points  on  one  day's  notice.  This  was  a  substan* 
tial  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the  fourth  section.  Emse, 
Shoe  <&  Schleyer  Co.  v.  C,  C,  C.  <&  St.  L.  By.  Co.,  41  I.  C.  C,  602. 
Complainant  did  not  make  application  for  the  establishment  of  a 
commodity  rate  from  Columbus  prior  to  the  time  the  shipments 
moved.  Aft«r  the  shipments  moved,  effective  June  15, 1918,  defend- 
ants established  a  commodity  rate  of  42.5  cents  from  Columbus  to 
New  York. 

Commodity  rates  of  36.5  cents  and  42.5  cents  applied  from  Colum- 
bus to  New  York  during  the  February  and  April  shipment  periods, 
respectively,  over  the  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  &  St.  Louis 
and  the  New  York  Central.  The  latter  route  was  embargoed  at  the 
time  and  the  route  by  the  lines  of  defendant  carriers  was  specified  in 
the  permit  under  which  the  shipments  were  made. 

In  the  percentai^e  adjustment  Columbus  takes  rates  to  New  York 
that  aFB  77  per  cent  of  the  Chicago-New  York  rates,  and  this  is  the 
basis  of  the  class  rate  charged  on  complainant's  shipments  and  of 
the  subsequently  established  commodity  rate.  The  claimed  rate  of 
S6.5  c&ais  on  the  February  shipments  is  77  per  cent  of  the  Chicago- 
New  York  rate  in  effect  prior  to  the  increase  made  therein  under 
our  supplemental  order  in  The  Fifteen  Per  Cent  Case,  45  I.  C.  C,  803. 

Following  Morrit  <£  Co.  v.  Director  General,  64  I.  C.  C,  435,  we 
find  that  the  rnte  assailed  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  ex- 
ceeded 36.5  cents  on  the  February  shipments  and  42.6  cents  on  the 
April  shipments;  that  the  complainant  made  the  shipments  as  de- 
scribed  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon  at  rate  herein  found 
to  have  been  unreasonable ;  that  it  has  been  damaged  in  the  amount 
of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would 
have  accrued  hI  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  it  Ib 
entitled  to  reparation  in  the  sum  of  $1,046.77,  with  interest.  Collec- 
tion of  the  undercharge  may  be  waived. 

66  I.e.  a 
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No.   11009. 

SOUTHERN  HARDWOOD  TRAFFIC  ASSOCIATION  ET  AL. 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  ABILENE  &  SOUTHERN  RAILWAY 
COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Decided  December  t3, 19Z1. 


Findltii;  of  undue  prejudice  and  disadvantage  In  original  report,  61  I.  G.  C,  132, 
reversed  and  orders  raeated,  following  the  opinion  of  the  Sapreme  Court 
of  tbe  United  States  in  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  S.  J.  v.  United  State*,  decided 
December  S,  1921.    Goraplalnt  diemisBed. 

SUFPLEHENTAL   RePOBT  OF  THE  C0HHI88ION, 

Dantels,  Commitaioner: 

In  our  original  report,  61  I.  C.  C,  182,  we  found  that  defendants* 
pai-ticipntion  in  tariffs  carrying  joint  rates  on  lumber  and  forest  prod- 
ucts and  permitting  under  such  rates  transit  at  certain  points  while 
contemporaneously  denying  similar  transit  upon  the  same  through 
routes  at  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Louisville,  Ky.,  subjected  complain- 
ants to  undue  prejudice  and  disadvantage.  Accordingly,  an  order 
was  entered  requiring  the  removal  of  the  undue  prejudice  and  dis- 
advantage found  to  exist.  The  principles  announced  in  our  original 
report  were  those  adopted  in  American  Creosoting  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  61  I.  C.  C,  145,  originally  decided  contemporaneously  with 
the  instant  case.  The  case  cited  was  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  and  in  its  opinion,  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  ff.  J.  v.  United 
States,  decided  December  5,  1921,  it  held  that  a  finding  of  undue 
prejudice  could  not  be  based  upon  facts  similar  to  those  in  the  instant 
case,  as  is  more  fully  set  forth  in  our  supplemental  report  in  Ameri- 
can Creosoting  Co.  v.  Director  General,  66  I,  C.  C,  54,  published  con- 
currently with  this  report.  In  view  of  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  we  follow  the  same  course  here.  Our  former  finding  of  undue 
prejudice  and  disadvantage  in  the  instant  case  is  reversed  and  an 
appropriate  order  will  be  entered  vacating  our  former  orders  and 
dismissing  the  complaint. 
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No.  12995. 
SOXJTHERN  HARDWOOD  TRAFFIC  ASSOCIATION  ET  AL. 

V. 

ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


BMbmitted  October  10,  mi.    Deotied  January  IS,  IBtt. 


Bates  on  hardwood  Inmber  and  forest  products  from  polnta  In  the  states  of 
Mlmonri,  Arkansas,  Texas,  Lonlsiana,  Miaalssii^i,  Alabama,  Oeorgla, 
Florida,  Sooth  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Ten- 
nessee, and  Kentucky  to  central  territory  and  other  deflned  terrltorlea 
fonnd  unreasonable  for  the  future  to  the  extent  shown  In  the  report. 

*''.  V,  Norman  and  G.  F.  Graham  for  complainants. 

Guemtey  Orcutt,  A.  P.  Hvmburg,  Claudian  B.  Northrop,  Charlea 
Wehher,  Edwin  A.  Lucas,  Edward  D.  Mohr,  M.  0.  Roberta,  H.  G. 
Berbel,  A.  B.  Enoch,  8nd.^«nry  Thurtell  for  defendants. 

T.  Sf.  Henderion  for  Nashville  Lumbermen's  Club;  George  B. 
Webster  for  Associated  Cooperage  Industries  of  America;  Arthmr 
HfAc  for  Elk  River  Coal  &  Lumber  Company,  interveners. 

Report  of  the  Comhibsion, 
Cox,  CoTrwnissioner: 

Complainants  are  the  Southern  Hardwood  Traffic  Association,  a 
voluntary  organization  of  manufacturers  and  distributors  of  hard- 
wood lumber  and  the  products  thereof,  with  principal  offices  at  Mem- 
phis, Tenn.,  and  various  organizations  and  individual  corporations 
having  like  interests.  Other  hardwood  interests  intervened  in  sup- 
port of  the  complaint,  which  attacks  as  unreasonable  the  rates  on 
hardwood  logs,  bolts,  billets,  and  other  roug^  material  between  points 
in  the  states  of  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Vir- 
ginia, West  Virginia,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Indiana,  and  Ohio,  and  as 
unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  unduly  prejudicial  the 
rates  on  hardwood  lumber  and  other  hardwood  forest  products  tak- 
ing lumber  rates  or  arbitraries  higher  from  points  in  the  states 
named  to  the  Ohio  River  crossings  and  to  destinations  in  western 
trunk  line  territory,  central  freight  association  territory,  including 
Illinois-Wisconsin  territory,  Buffalo-Pittsburgh  territory,  eastern 
trunk  line  territory,  Canada,  Virginia  cities  territory,  and  Carolina 
t«rritoi7.    .Althou^  Ohio  and  Indiana  are  included  in  the  territory 

MLCa 

D.qitizeaOyGoO<^lc 


SOTrrHBEN  HAHDWOOD  TBAPFIO  ASSO.  V.  I.  O.  E.  B.  CO.         69 

-  of  origin  covered  by  the  complaint,  the  evidence  was  practically  con- 
fined to  traffic  originating  south  of  the  Ohio  River  and  our  findings 
will  not  include  rates  from  points  in  those  states.  The  general  rate 
level  is  assailed  rather  than  individual  rates,  it  being  alleged  that 
the  increases  since  June  24,  1918,  have  resulted  in  transportation 
charges  greater  than  the  traffic  can  bear,  and  in  undue  prejudice  to 
complainants  and  undue  preference  of  competing  shippers  in  Wis- 
consin, Michigan,  and  other  northern  states  because  of  the  widening 
of  the  spread  in  favor  of  such  competing  points  resulting  from  per- 
centage increases  in  rates. 

Subsequent  to  the  hearing  complainants  asked  and  were  granted 
permission  to  withdraw  from  consideration  that  part  of  the  com- 
plaint dealing  with  the  rates  on  logs.  These  rates  will  not,  there- 
fore, be  considered  in  this  report. 

On  June  25, 1918,  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  Gen- 
eral of  Railroads,  commodity  rates  on  lumber  and  forest  products 
were  increased  2£  per  cent,  but  not  exceeding  an  increase  of  6  cents 
per  100  pounds.  On  August  26,  1920,  following  the  general  increase 
authorized  by  us  in  Increased  RcUea,  19B0,  58  I.  C.  C,  S20,  the  inter- 
state rates  on  these  and  other  commodities  were  increased  25  per 
cent  within  the  southern  group  as  defined  in  that  proceeding,  40 
per  cent  within  the  eastern  group,  36  per  cmt  within  the  western 
group,  and  33^  per  cent  between  groups. 

The  specific  prayer  of  the  complaint  is  that  the  rates  in  effect 
August  26,  1920,  be  prescribed  as  reasonable  and  nondiscriminatory 
rates  for  the  future. 

Hardwood  production  is  not  confined  to  a  single  section.  In  1918 
the  producing  states,  in  the  order  of  their  importance,  were  Arkan- 
sas, West  Virginia,  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Tennessee,  Louisiana,  and 
Mississippi.  Large  quantities  were  also  produced  in  Pennsylvania, 
Ohio,  Indiana,  and  New  York  in  the  north  and  in  Virginia,  Ken- 
tucky, North  Carolina,  and  Missouri  in  the  south.  The  total  pro- 
duction in  the  northern  states  for  the  year  mentioned  is  shown  as 
1,947,000,000  feet  and  in  the  southern  states  3,212,000,000  feet. 

Lumber  is  desirable  traffic  from  a  transportation  standpmnt.  It 
loads  heavily,  may  be  transported  in  any  kind  of  car,  moves  the 
year  round,  and  the  ri^  to  the  carrier  from  loss  or  damage  is  neg- 
ligible. It  constitutes  a  substantial  part  of  the  tonnage  of  defend- 
ants. The  statistics  showing  the  relation  of  lumber  tonnage  to  the 
total  tonnage  handled  by  defendants  is  not  divided  as  between  hard- 
wood and  other  lumber. 

The  hardwood  industry  of  the  south  is  in  a  state  of  prostration. 
Tt  was  estimated  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  in  October  that  76  per 
cent  of  the  mills  in  the  southern  and  Appalachian  regions  were 
closed.    Many  of  those  still  in  operation  were  running  on  short  r  , 
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time.  While  there  was  a  coDsiderable  falling  off  during  1921  in  the 
hnrdwood-lumber  moveroent.  it  is  represented  that  the  loss  of  traJBc 
in  the  near  future  may  be  still  greater.  The  current  movement  is 
due  in  part  to  the  fact  that  mills  have  been  getting  out  logs  par- 
chased  under  contracta  heretofore  made  which  call  for  the  cutting 
of  the  timber  within  a  specified  time.  When  the  first  depression 
came  in  the  lumber  market  large  stocks  of  both  logs  and  lumber 
were  on  hand  at  tJie  mills  and  in  the  yards.  These  stocks  have,  to 
some  extent,  been  moving.  But  the  logging  operations,  which  are 
conducted  in  the  fall,  are  being  greatly  curtailed.  A  traffic  witness 
for  an  important  Mississippi  Valley  line  stated  that  while  the  move- 
ment of  logs  in  the  autumn  on  his  road  is  usually  heavy,  the  move- 
ment during  the  past  autumn  has  been  light. 

The  movement  of  lumber  via  certain  northern  lines  from  points 
in  Wisconsin  to  Chicago  during  the  first  siz  months  of  1021  was 
approximately  61  per  cent  of  the  movement  during  the  first  six 
months  of  1920.  The  movement  of  lumber  from  points  in  Indiana 
to  various  destinations  in  central  freight  association  territory  was  also 
less  in  1921  than  in  1920  for  comparable  periods.  This  testimony 
purports  to  show  that  the  business  depression  as  it  affects  the  lum- 
ber industry  has  been  felt  in  the  north  as  well  as  in  the  south. 

Complainants  do  not  seriously  contend  that  the  increases  in  freight 
rates  alone  are  the  cause  of  the  business  depression  as  it  affects  them. 
This  depression  is  admittedly  the  result  of  lessened  demand  and  rap- 
idly falling  prices  which  were  themselves  but  manifestations  of  busi> 
ness  conditions  generally,  an  aftermath  of  the  war. 

During  the  first  six  months  of  1920  lumber  prices  reached  the 
highest  mark  in  the  history  of  the  industry.  The  decline  since  that 
time  is  illustrated  by  the  following  comparisons  of  prices  of  oak 
lumber  f .  o.  b.  mill,  per  1,000  feet,  submitted  by  a  Louisiana  producer : 

Jolr.  1820.  IMj,  1911. 

Firsts  ond  seconds fl75        $75-$80 


80 


The  prices  of  the  better  grades  are  still  somewhat  higher  than  be- 
fore the  war,  but  this  is  not  true  of  the  lower  grades,  and  the  average 
log-run  price  at  the  mills  appears  to  be  approximately  at  the  prewar 
level. 

To  moet  the  changed  market  conditions  complainants  have  made 
substantial  i-eductions  in  their  operating  costs.  Wages,  which  con- 
stitute a  large  part  of  these  costs,  have  been  reduced  50  per  cent  in 
the  past  year.  Production  costs  generally  are  now  very  near  the  pre- 
war basis,  and  it  is  siiid  that  no  further  economies  in  this  direction  are 
practicable.  Complainants  admit  that  transportation  charges  can 
not  be  said  to  have  caused  their  present  condition,  and  this  admission 
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is  confirmed  by  the  fact  that  prices  of  hardwood  lomber  at  such  a 
destination  point  as  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  were,  generally  speaking,  ma* 
terially  lower  after  the  freight  increases  of  August  26,  1920,  than 
immediately  prior  thereto,  but  they  point  out  that  such  charges  now 
constitute  Qm  only  element  of  cost  which  has  not  been  reduced. 

The  plea  for  the  removal  of  the  1920  increases  is  based  primarily 
on  the  effect  of  these  increases  on  the  long-haul  traffic.  The  center 
of  production  has  gradually  shifted  southward,  first  to  the  southern 
Appalachian  region  and  latterly  to  the  lower  Mississippi  Valley, 
vhich  includes  Arkansas,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  eastern  Texas,  and 
eastern  Oklahoma,  and  is  the  last  ^eat  reserve  of  hard  woods  in 
lliis  country.  On  the  other  hand,  the  great  consuming  markets  are 
aiill  in  the  northern  states  of  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  New 
York^  and  Pennsylvania,  and  a  large  part  of  the  southern  output 
must  be  disposed  of  there,  if  at  all. 

Complainants  do  not  contend  that  the  rates  from  the  south  have 
ever  been  related  to  thosa  from  the  north  by  fixed  differentials,  but 
say  that  the  differences  actually  existing  August  25,  1920,  were  the 
outgrowth  of  long  experience  and  represented  an  adjustment  which 
permitted  the  movement  of  the  long-haul  traffic  from  the  south. 
General  order  No.  28,  because  of  its  maximum  provision,  did  not 
disrupt  materially  this  relationship,  but  the  percentage  increases  of 
1920  naturally  increased  the  long-haul  rates  by  greater  amounts  per 
unit  than  the  short-haul  ratee.  Representative  lumbermen  testi^ed 
that  if  they  were  put  back  on  the  differences  formerly  in  effect  be- 
tween the  north  and  the  south,  they  could  and  would  resume  operation ; 
that  the  readjustment  asked  would  not  necessarily  stimulate  the  con- 
sumption of  lumber  but  would  enable  the  southern  hardwood  deal- 
ers to  enjoy  a  greater  market  in  a  large  part  of  the  consuming  terri- 
tory, and  that  if  the  former  relationship  were  restored,  "  but  on  a 
higher  level,  we  will  take  our  chances  so  far  as  the  rate  is  concerned." 

The  changes  in  relationship  which  have  resulted  from  the  1920 
increases  are  illustrated  by  the  following  table  of  rates  on  hardwood 
lumber  in  cente  per  100  pounds : 
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Complamants'  principal  northern  competition  ccnnes  from  the 
Wisconsin  and  Michigan  mills.  Chicago  ia  the  largest  hardwood 
consuming  point  in  the  country.  The  August,  1920,  increase  in  the 
rate  from  Wausau,  Wis.,  to  Chicago  was  4.9  cents,  as  compared  with 
an  increase  to  the  same  point  from  'Memphis  of  8  cents,  from  Camp- 
bellsville  of  8.5  cents,  from  Salt  Lick  and  Charleston  of  9.5  cents, 
from  Little  Rock  and  Brewton  of  10.5  cents,  and  from  Alexandria 
of  11.5  cents.  Applied  to  rough  seasoned  oak  lumber  the  increase 
from  Wausau  would  amount  to  $2.02  per  1,000  feet,  or  $24.76  per  car 
of  65,000  pounds,  whereas  the  increases  from  the  southern  points 
range  from  $3.60  to  $6.18  per  1,000  feet  and  from  $44  to  $63.25  per 
car. 

The  burden  of  the  rate  increases  did  not,  of  course,  affect  equally 
all  grades  of  lumber.  Approximately  60  per  cent  of  the  lumber  pro- 
duced from  the  ordinary  run  of  logs  is  known  as  low-grade  lumber. 
While  the  high  and  medium  grades  can  still  be  marketed  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,  it  is  claimed  that  the  low-grade  lumber,  which  ia 
now  selling  at  the  mill  at  prewar  prices  or  less,  can  not  under  exist- 
ing business  conditions  bear  the  transportation  chaises  to  the 
markets  where  it  was  formerly  sold.  As  much  of  the  low-grade 
lumber  can  not  move  except  at  an  actual  loss  it  is  accumulating  at 
the  mills,  where  it  rapidly  deteriorates.  Low-grade  lumber  has 
never  yielded  large  profits,  but  its  production  is  a  neoesary  accom- 
paniment of  the  production  of  the  higher  grades,  and  it  must  bring 
something  in  excess  of  the  transportation  charges  if  the  business  as 
a  whole  is  to  be  successfully  carried  on. 

Defendants  oppose  the  reductions  sought  primarily  because  of 
their  own  unfavorable  financial  condition  and  secondarily  because, 
in  their  judgment,  the  rates  assailed  are  not  unreasonable  and  are 
not  responsible  for  the  present  plight  of  complainants.  The  testi- 
mony sjiows  that  more  hardwood  moved  from  certain  points  in  the 
south  during  selected  periods  of  1921  than  moved  during  corre- 
sponding periods  in  1920,  As  previously  indicated,  however,  the 
increased  movement  during  1921  may  be  attributed,  at  least  in  part, 
to  the  fact  that  large  stocks  of  lumber  were  on  hand  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year  and  also  to  unexpired  contracts  previously  entered 
into.  * 

During  the  period  of  eight  months  ended  August  31,  1921,  the  net 
railway  operating  income  of  closs-I  railroads  for  the  continental 
United  States  yielded  a  return  of  8.64  per  cent.  In  that  period  the 
return  in  the  eastern  district  was  2.35  per  cent,  in  the  Pocahontas  dis- 
trict 4.36  per  cent,  and  in  the  southern  district  1.58  per  cent.  For 
August,  1921,  the  returns  were  6.02  per  cent  for  all  class-I  railroads, 
4.02  per  cent  for  the  eastern  district,  5.01  per  cent  for  the  Pocahontas 
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district,  6.47  per  c«nt  for  th«  western  district,  and  2.80  per  cent  for 
the  southern  district.  For  September,  1921,  the  return  for  all  class-I 
raiinmds  was  4.28  per  cent,  a  decrease  of  0.14  per  cent  under  August, 
while  the  return  for  the  southern  district  was  8.77  per  cent,  an  in- 
crease of  0.97  per  cent  over  August  The  operating  ratio  was  prac- 
tically the  same  in  the  two  montha  The  above  returns  are  baaed 
upon  the  value  of  the  property  used  in  the  service  of  transportation, 
•8  found  by  us  in  Increased  Rates,  I960,  supra,  with  certain  adjust- 
ments reflecting  subsequent  additions  and  betterments. 

The  statement  is  made  tiiat  the  increase  in  recent  months  in  net 
railway  operating  income  is  more  apparent  than  real  and  has  been 
accomplished  to  a  large  extent  at  the  expense  of  maintenance.  How- 
ever, from  carriers'  reports  on  file  with  us  it  appears  that  the  ex- 
penditure for  maintenance  in  recent  months  has  exceeded  the  ex- 
penditure for  maintenance  during  comparable  months  in  the  test 
period  1914  to  1917.  The  expenditure  for  maintenance  in  Septem- 
ber, 1931,  was  2.18  times  the  average  for  September  in  the  test 
period.  But  in  this  connection  we  do  not  overlook  the  fact  that  dur- 
ing these  periods  equal  expenditures  did  not  result  in  equal  amounts 
of  work  accomplished,  due  to  the  increased  cost  of  materials,  the 
higher  level  of  wages,  and  other  causes  prevalent  during  and  since 
the  war.  It  is  also  apparent  from  the  record  that  the  expenditure 
for  maintenance  of  certain  of  the  defendants  in  recent  months  is 
below  noimal. 

While  the  above  figures  reflect  a  rather  unfavorable  financial  con- 
dition of  Ae  defendants  for  the  periods  named,  this  fact  does  not 
preclude  us  from  finding  particular  rates  or  rates  on  particular 
cwnmodities  to  be  unreasonable  when  the  facts  are  sufficient  to  justify 
such  a  finding. 

The  present  financial  condition  and  business  outlook  of  the  south- 
em  hardwood  industry  are  far  from  encouraging.  Defendants  in- 
sist that  this  condition  has  resulted  largely  from  stagnation  in  build- 
ing and  general  business  depression  as  well  as  from  the  increased 
use  in  recent  years  of  cement  and  other  lumber  substitutes  and  is  not 
the  result  of  increased  freight  rates.  On  the  other  hand,  as  already 
pointed  out,  there  is  considerable  testimony  to  the  effect  that  if  the 
reductions  sought  are  established  many  of  the  lumber  mills  would 
resume  operations.  Complainants  urge  that  the  situation  here  is 
similar  to  that  in  Rates  on  Grain,  Oram  Products,  and  Hay,  64 
L  C.  C,  85.  Our  conclusions  herein  make  extended  comment  upon 
this  contention  unnecessary,  but  the  fact  must  not  be  overlooked  that 
the  carriers  in  the  western  district,  which  was  principally  affected 
by  our  decision  in  the  Grtdn  Case,  were  earning,  as  a  whole,  during  a 
period  shortly  before  our  report  in  that  case  was  issued,  a  return 
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somewhat  in  exc«sa  of  the  return  to  which  they  ware  entitled  under 
the  transportation  act,  1920,  whereas  the  carriers  principally  affected 
in  the  present  case  are  and  have  been  earning  as  a  whole  substantially 
less  than  the  return  to  which  they  are  entitled  under  the  law.  Never- 
theless it  does  not  necessarily  follow  that  the  present  earnings  on 
hardwood  lumber  are  properly  adjusted  to  the  aggregate  earnings  of 
the  region,  or  that  some  readjustment  may  not  be  reasonable. 

Complainants  emphasize  the  fact  that,  because  of  the  relatively 
long  haul  of  hardwood  lumber  from  southern  points  to  consuming 
points  in  central  and  eastern  trunk  line  territory,  the  percentage  in- 
crease has  had  a  peculiarly  disturbing  effect  upon  their  business. 
We  are  convinced  that  there  is  merit  in  this  point.  In  Increiusd 
Bates,  19S0y  supra,  we  recognized  the  probability  that  the  peroent*ge 
increases  therein  authorized  might  require  readjustments  both  in  the 
level  of  the  rates  and  in  their  relationship.     We  there  said: 

Most  of  tbe  factorB  with  which  we  are  dealing  are  constautlj'  changlDg.  R 
Is  Impossible  to  forecast  with  any  degree  of  cettalntr  what  the  toIudm  of  trafflc 
will  be.  The  general  price  level  Is  changing  from  month  to  month  and  from  day 
to  day.  It  Is  Impracticable  at  tills  time  to  adjust  all  of  the  rates  on  IndWidnal 
commodities.  The  rates  to  be  established  on  the  basis  hereinbefore  approved 
tnuBt  necessarily  be  subject  to  such  readjustments  as  the  facts  may  warrant.  It 
is  conceded  by  the  carriers  that  readjustments  will  be  necessary.  It  la  expected 
that  shippers  will  take  these  matters  up  in  the  first  Instance  with  the  carriets, 
aod  the  tatter  will  be  expected  to  deal  promptly  and  effectively  therewith,  to 
the  end  that  necessary  readjustments  may  be  made  in  as  many  instances  aa 
practicable  without  appeal  to  us. 

Following  that  admonition,  complainants  sought  to  induce  de- 
fendants voluntarily  tu  readjust  their  rates,  and  with  that  object  in 
view  several  conferences  were  held.  Uliese  conferences  failed  to 
bring  about  a  result  satisfactory  to  complainants. 

The  percentage  increases,  as  applied  to  rates  on  hardwood  lumber 
from  points  on  defendants'  lines  to  points  in  western  trunk  line,  cen- 
tral freight,  and  eastern  trunk  line  territories  have  to  a  considerable 
extent  disturbed  the  relationship  of  rates  between  the  more  distant 
hardwood  producing  points  of  the  south  and  the  comparatively 
near-by  producing  points  of  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  and  other  north- 
em  states.  Manifestly  this  disturbance  has  been  greater  at  some 
points  than  at  others  and  the  present  record  is  inadequate  for  deter- 
mination oi  the  precise  extent  to  which  this  disturbance  has  resulted 
at  all  destination  points  involved.  In  tbe  basis  which  we  prescribe 
herein,  consideration  has  been  given  to  the  measure  of  the  rates  and 
also  to  a  contraction  of  the  spread  between  the  rates  from  northern 
and  southern  producing  points  to  common  markets,  with  a  view  to 
making  the  spread  for  the  future  bear  a  closer  relationship  to  that 
which  existed  prior  to  August  26, 1920.    A  revision  of  rates  on  haid- 
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wood  lumber  from  southern  points  may  stimulate  the  movement  from 
those  points  to  the  destination  territory  described,  and  thereby  in- 
crease  rather  than  diminish  the  net  revenue  of  the  southern  oarriers. 
We  find  that  the  rates  on  hardwood  lumber  here  assailed  will  be 
for  the  future  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  the  ratee 
in  effect  August  25, 1920,  by  more  than  the  amounts  in  cents  per  100 
pounds  shown  in  the  table  below.  The  following  table  is  repre- 
sentative only,  and  rates  from  and  to  other  points  involved  should 
be  revised  in  harmony  with  the  amounts  prescribed  below.  It  should 
also  be  understood  that  in  revising  the  rates,  no  new  fourth  section 
departures  or  increases  in  existing  fourth  section  departures  are 
authorized,  nor  should  such  findings  be  construed  as  justifying  or 
authorizing  increases  in  any  rates  which  are  lower  than  if  made  on 
the  maximum  bases  outlined : 


From- 

Ton- 

Unoli. 

Si 

tOfJ. 

y™n- 

ToU- 
Und.. 

F.  A. 

terri- 
tory. 

ex; 
ffi. 

CtaU. 

I 
I 

Cknto. 
) 

ID 

Cmd. 

°™'. 

No  order  will  be  issued  at  this  time,  but  carriers  will  be  expected 
to  file  and  make  effective  rates  in  accordance  with  the  findings  herein 
made  not  later  than  March  6,  1922,  by  publication  upon  not  less 
than  10  days'  notice. 

McChord,  Chawinan: 

I  concur  in  the  conclusions  reached  by  the  majority  as  far  as  they 
go,  but  think  they  fall  short  of  substantial  justice  to  the  shippers. 
With  the  light  afforded  by  the  record,  I  can  only  attribute  to  an  un- 
reasonable rate  level  the  continued  prostration  of  the  hardwood 
industry  in  the  face  of  a  reversion  to  practically  prewar  production 
costs,  prewar  selling  prices  of  the  lower  grades,  and  not  greatly 
higher  prices  of  the  higher  grades.  Conceding  that  there  may  stiU 
be  some  play  of  other  economic  factors  in  the  situation,  the  fact 
remains  that  transportation  revenues  are  derived  from  trallic  move- 
ments, not  from  mere  rates;  and  it  is  manifestly  antagonistic  to  the 
interests  of  both  carriers  and  producers  to  maintain  rates  at  levels 
that  tend  to  curb,  rather  than  to  stimulate,  a  flow  of  traffic.    To 
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m;  mind,  the  record  calls  for  more  substantial  reductions,  and  we 
should  enter  an  order  prescribing  them. 

I  am  authorized  by  Comhisbionbh  Caupbsu.  to  say  that  he 
shares  in  these  views. 

PoTTEB,  Commisaioner,  concurring: 

J  concur  in  the  report  with  respect  to  reductions  of  rates  to  points 
where  such  reductions  make  for  a  restoration  of  relationships  as 
they  existed  prior  to  August  26,  1920.  It  is  my  opinion  that  the 
complainants  are  entitled  to  such  reductions  on  this  ground  and 
without  regard  to  the  other  considerations  mentioned  in  the  report, 
my  thought  being  that  the  disproportionate  increases,  by  percent- 
ages, of  the  long-haul  rates  have,  under  existing  conditions,  become 
unjust  and  unreasonable  and  therefore  the  resulting  rates  are  not 
just  and  reasonable.  I  do  not  assent  to  the  sufficiency  of  any  other 
reasons  assigned  for  a  reduction,  nor  do  I  concur  in  the  reductions  to 
points  where  such  reductions  do  not  make  for  a  restoration  of  the 
former  relationships. 

Daniels,  Gommissumer,  dissenting; 

The  complaint,  as  amended,  assails  as  unreasonable  and  as  unduly 
prejudicial  the  rates  on  hardwood  lumber  from  points  of  origin,  gen- 
erally south  of  the  Ohio  and  Potomac  rivers  fuid  from  Missouri, 
Arkansas,  Texas,  and  Louisiana  to  destinations  in  western  trunk  line 
territory,  central  freight  association  territory,  including  Illinois- 
Wisconsin  territory,  Buffalo-Pittsburgh  teriitory,  eastern  trunk  line 
territory,  Virginia  aties  territory,  Carolina  territory,  and  Canada. 

The  report  in  terms  makes  no  finding  on  the  allegation  of  undue 
prejudice,  but  says: 

We  find  that  tbe  rates  on  bardwood  lumber  bere  asaallcd  wtU  be  for  the  future 
nnreaaonable  to  the  extent  that  ther  exceed  tbe  rates  In  effect  August  20,  1920, 
by  more  tban  the  amounts  In  cents  per  100  pounds  shown  In  tbe  table  below. 

This  sweeping  finding  of  unreasonableness  is  not  supported  in  the 
report  by  any  citation  of  ton-mile  earnings.  From  Memphis,  for  a 
haul  of  1,238  miles  to  New  York,  the  yield  under  current  rates  of  8 
mills  per  ton-mile  is  reduced  to  7.4  mills ;  to  Chicago,  for  532  miles, 
the  ton-mile  yield  is  reduced  from  12  mills  to  11.8  miUs;  to  Cleve- 
land, for  720  miles,  from  11  mills  to  10  mills ;  to  Detroit,  for  a  haul 
of  730  miles,  from  10,4  mills  to  9.7  mills.  The  yield  per  ton-mile 
found  unreasonable  in  these  instances  is  not  compared  with  any  ton- 
mile  yield  which  is  cited  as  a  standard  of  reasonableness.  If  the  rates 
prescribed  were  to  be  applied  univeiBally  on  lumber  and  forest  prod- 
ucts, the  effect  on  carrier  revenue  might  well  prove  revolutionary.  No 
evidence  of  record  is  cited  in  the  report  that  ^ows  or  tends  to  show 
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that  the  rates  reduced  are  unreaaonsble  frcHU  the  standpoint  of  earn- 
ings thereunder. 

Despite  the  absence  of  any  findings  upon  the  allegation  of  undue 
prejudice,  the  report  says: 

OMni^aiaanU  emphaslEe  Oie  fact  tbat,  because  of  Che  relatively  loni  haul 
of  hardwood  lumber  from  Bouthfein  points  to  coaanmlng  points  in  central  nnd 
eastern  tniuk  line  (firrltory,  tbe  percentage  increase  has  had  a  peculiarly  dis- 
torblDg  effect  upon  their  business.  We  are  coDvinced  that  there  is  merit  In 
tblB  point 

Whatever  the  merit  in  this  point,  it  is  to  be  observed,  per  contra, 
that  under  Ex  Parte  74,  hardwood  rates  from  the  southeast  to  Ohio 
River  crossings,  Cairo,  Louisville,  Evansville,  Henderson,  and  Cin- 
cinnati, were  increased  but  25  per  cent,  while  from  competing  points 
such  as  Wausau,  Wis.,  and  Cadillac,  Mich.,  the  corresponding  in- 
creases to  the  same  destinations  were  33}  and  10  per  cent,  respec- 
tively. 

Moreover,  if  we  take  Wausau,  representing  a  Epical  northwestern 
producing  point  of  hardwood  lumber,  the  respective  increases  since 
June  24,  1918,  including  those  under  general  order  No.  28,  as  well 
as  those  under  Ex  Parte  74,  as  against  Memphis  are  shown  in  the 
following  table : 


Bain  In  owM  p«r  1<X)  pounds. 


Ion*  M,    Inaa  U, 


CUcun,  Ql 

DtuSl.mOi... 

Baltlmora,Md.. 
PUlttdripUL  Pa 
N»w  York,  N.  Y 
Ibimbli,  Taan^  to- 
iaiiiitSla,Kj.. 

Cblcwa,Ill 

Clannnd,  Ohio.. 
IMHrttillWl... 
Balblo,H.Y... 
'  BMUnmlia.. 
FlUtad«^la,PB 
NMTYoSrH.Y 


JfilM. 

Ill 

i 

I,1M 


From  an  inspection  of  the  last  column  it  appears  that,  distance 
considered,  the  aggregate  increases  from  Wausau  will  be  greater 
Uian  from  Manphis. 

Under  such  a  showing  we  must  expect  to  be  confronted  with 
complaints  from  hardwood  producers  in  the  northwest  and  central 
freight  association  territory  for  corresponding  reductions  in  their 
rates. 
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This  prospect  but  iUnstivtes  tlie  eztuinve  didocttion  ve  most 
anticipate  in  the  rates  on  lumber.  We  have  frequently  required  an 
equalization  of  rates  on  bard  and  soft  woods.  What  reason  can  be 
cited  why  yellow-pine  producers  should  not  demand  tlie  same  rates 
as  apply  on  hard  woods  for  the  same  hault  It  is  true  that  more 
southern  pine  moved  for  the  yeac  ended  September  1, 1921,  under  the 
present  level  of  rates  than  moved  in  the  preceding  year.  But  tliis 
is  also  largely  true  of  60  per  cent  of  the  hard  woods,  grades  Nos.  1 
and  2  moving  in  practically  undiminished  volume  under  the  present 
rates.  If  the  curtailed  movement  of  40  per  cent  of  the  lower-grade 
hard  woods  is  to  lower  the  general  plane  of  hardwood  rates,  why 
should  not  the  same  considerations  lower  the  entire  plane  of  yellow- 
pine  rates,  because  the  plane  of  hardwood  rates  is  reduced!  If  the 
yellow-pine  rates  are  reduced,  the  rates  on  fir  from  the  Pacific  north- 
west will  consistently  come  in  for  another  reduction. 

The  record  may  warrant  such  findings  and  conclusions  as  were 
made  in  National  Live  Stock  Shippers  League  v.  A.,  T.  tfi  S.  F,  Ry, 
Co.y  63  I.  C.  C,  107,  where  we  developed,  on  pages  116,  117,  the 
fundamental  principles  which  must  guide  us  in  rate  situations  analo- 
gous to  this.  It  does  not,  in  my  opinion,  warrant  the  broad  finding 
here  made  of  unlawfulness  to  the  extent  that  rates  in  effect  August 
2d,  1920,  will  be  exceeded  by  more  than  determined  amounts  to  some 
destinations  and  undetermined  amounts  to  other  destinations.  This 
indefiniteness  in  itself  demonstrates  inability  to  prescribe  the  margin 
of  reasonableness  on  movements  to  Canada,  for  example,  or  western 
trunk  line  territory,  or  the  Ohio  River  crossings,  from  the  widely 
differing  points  of  origin  which  are  indicated  only  by  the  names  of 
states. 

If  the  real  basis  for  the  finding  is  relationship  of  rates  from  the 
south  to  rates  from  Wisconsin  and  Michigan  to  common  destinations, 
those  northern  rates  are  assumed  as  standards  of  reasonableness. 
They  certainly  are  not  so  proved.  The  indeterminate  standards  of 
reasonableness  on  rates  from  the  south  set  up  by  this  report  neces- 
sarily extend  in  their  influence  to.  all  forest  products  from  the  south, 
and  thus  in  turn  affect  all  from  the  Pacific  coast  and  inland  empire, 
which  will  bring  into  direct  issue  the  rates  from  Wisconsin  and 
Michigan.  Reduction  there  will  start  the  wheel  revolving  again. 
But  that- is  not  all.  Percentage  increases  such  as  were  authorized  in 
The  Five  Per  Cent  Case,  31 1.  C.  C,  351 ;  82  I.  C.  C,  825 ;  The  Fifteen. 
Per  Cent  Vate,  45  I.  C.  C,  303,  and  Inoreated  Rates,  19£0, 58  I.  C.  C, 
220,  for  the  imperative  reasons  there  given,  necessarily  disturb  the 
difference  in  amounts  per  unit  then  existing  between  rates  for  long 
hauls  and  those  for  shorter  hauls.  By  the  same  reasoning  as  that 
here  followed  the  rates  for  the  longer  hauls  become  unreasoBable  in 
proportion  as  they  exceed  the  former  differences,  and  this  will  apply 

MI.  0.0. 


SODTHRKN  HABDWOOD  TBAPFIO  A3SO.  V.  I.  O.  B.  B.  CO.  79 

on  every  commodity  as  well  as  on  oU  classes.  More  than  that,  any 
scale  of  distance  class  rates  becomes  unreasonable  where  the  per- 
centage relatioQ  between  the  classes  remains  constant  with  increasing 
distance,  because  the  first-class  rate  grows  faster  per  unit  than  the 
Bixth  class,  as  applied  to  hauls  of  100, 200,  or  300  miles. 

The  Commission  thus  in  effect  sets  up  a  criterion  of  reasonableness 
which  is  impossible  of  application  unless  it  be  assumed  that  all  rates 
in  this  country  were  reasonable  on  some  past  date.  August  25, 1920, 
is  the  date  taken  here,  although  on  that  date  all  the  general  percent- 
age increases  had  been  made -except  that  under  Ex  Parte  74.  Log- 
ically we  should  go  back  to  the  fore  part  of  1914,  and  starting  from 
that  must  find  that  every  percentage  increase  was  unlawful  to  the 
extent  that  it  changed  the  difference  in  amounts  per  unit  between 
rates  for  longer  and  shorter  hauls.  It  is  of  t^e  essence  of  percentage 
increase  that  it  should  do  that  very  thing.  I  am  unable  to  accept 
the  doctrine  that  every  carrier  which  has  made  percentage  increases 
under  our  express  authorization  will  violate  the  law  in  maintaining 
the  rates  so  established,  and  this  report  is  bedded  on  that  doctrine, 
whether  consciously  or  not. 

The  finding  is  particularly  imfortunate  because  it  comes  at  a  time 
when  we  are  conducting  a  general  investigation  to  determine  whether 
we  may  lawfully  require  further  rate  reductions  than  those  already 
made,  not  including  this,  and  without  awaiting  the  outcome  of  that 
inquiry. 

The  findings  in  the  report  are  really  less  serious  in  their  imme- 
diate effect  on  carrier  revenue  than  in  their  prospective  effect  on 
future  rate  adjustments  generally.  There  seems  not  unlikely  an 
eventual  equilibrium  of  general  prices  perhaps  50  per  cent  over  the 
prewar  level.  To  the  new  level,  whatever  it  be,  an  adjustment  must 
eventually  be  made.  But  until  carriers'  costs  have  been  adjusted 
thereto,  the  reduction  in  rates,  if  it  outruns  the  contemporaneous 
reduction  in  expenses,  means  progressive  inability  to  meet  the  needs 
of  traffic,  indefinite  postponement  of  securing  additions  and  better- 
ments which  the  normal  growth  of  traffic  renders  indispensable,  and 
will  only  intensify  the  distress  that  is  certain  to  come,  if  and  when 
industry  again  resumes  its  normal  stride.  For  this  reason  it  is  im- 
perative that  reductions  which  we  require  should  be  made  upon  a 
carefully  reasoned  program,  and  not  upon  such  inadequate  and 
tenuous  grounds  as  we  here  cite  for  our  action. 

{^BTKAN,  CommisnoTier,  dissenting: 

The  reductions  which  the  majority  require  are  not  large  in  amount 
and  are  based  on  the  desirability  of  restoring  rate  differences  as  they 
eiisted  prior  to  August  26, 1920.  While  I  agree  that  such  restoration 
is  desirable,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  this  proves  that  the  rates  1^ 
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assailed  are  unreasonable.  The  southern  hardwood  producers  an 
clearly  in  desperate  straits.  Like  the  lumbermen  of  the  Pacific 
northwest,  the  percentage  increase  of  1920  made  it  more  difficult  for 
them  to  compete  with  producers  who  are  nearer  the  principal  mar- 
kets. They  say  that  if  their  rates  are  reduced  (bey  will  E^p  more 
lumber.  This  might  well  be  reason  for  voluntary  reducti<m8  by  the 
carriers,  at  least  for  an  experimental  period,  eren  greater  than  are 
now  proposed,  following  the  example  of  the  carriers  aerring  the 
lumbermen  of  the  Pacific  northwest.  But  not  everything  that  the 
carriers  may  do  voluntarily,  as  a  matter  of  sound  business  policy, 
or  that  the  government  might  do  if  it  owned  the  roads,  can  be  re- 
quired  by  the  government  of  privately  owned  carriers.  I  reach  the 
conclusion  with  regret  that  the  report  of  the  majority  does  not 
furnish  sofficient  ground  for  a  finding  that  the  ratee  assailed  are 
unreasonable. 
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Intistiqatiok  and  Suspgnbion  Docket  No.  1398. 

SALT  FROM  LOUISIANA  MINES  TO  CHICAGO,  ILL.,  ST. 
LOUIS,  MO.,  AND  INTERMEDIATE  MAINLINE  POINTS. 


aubmittei  December  7,  iStl.    Decided  Janvary  tS,  ISZt. 


Proposed  rate  od  salt.  In  carloads,  mlntmum  80,000  pounds,  from  mines  In 
Ixtuislona  to  Chicago,  111.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Intermediate  mala-llne  points 
on  the  Illinois  Central  nod  Yazoo  &  MtssfsBippl  Valley  found  nnlawfuL 
Suspended  scbcdules  ordered  canceled  and  proceeding  discontinued. 

Fred  H.  Wood  for  Morgan's  Louisiana  &  Texas  Railroad  &  Steam- 
ship Company;  F.  B.  Bowes,  V.  D.  Fort,  and  R.  V.  Fletcher  for 
Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company;  and  C.  H.  Gidon  for  Gulf 
Coast  Lines,  respondents. 

Luther  M.  Walter  and  John  S.  Bv/rchmore  for  Myles  Salt  Com- 
pany, Jefferson  Island  Salt  Company,  and  Roberts  &  Oake  Packing 
Company;  Paul  E.  Blanckard  and  W.  W,  Manker  for  Armour  & 
Company;  and  R.  D.  Rynder  for  Swift  &  Company. 

Brown  c&  Boyle  and  Ashley  Bigelow  for  Sterling  Salt  Company; 
A.  TT.  McLaren  and  W.  T.  Hielcerson  for  Kansas  Rock  Salt  Com- 
pany ;  C.  I.  Pettibone  for  Western  Rock  Salt  Company  and  Royal 
Salt  Company;  O.  B".  Humphreys  for  Barton  Salt  Company; 
T.  3.  Burgess  for  Detroit  Rock  Salt  Company ;  Bevis  Longstreth  for 
Bevis  Rock  Salt  Company ;  6.  P.  KeUy  for  American  Salt  &  Coal 
Company;  W.  J.  Tomkins  for  independent  salt  manufacturers  of 
Ohio  and  Michigan;  and  C.  M.  Rsed  for  Kansas  salt  producers, 
protestants. 

W.  J.  Larrabee  for  Delaware,  Lackawanna  A  Western  Railroad 
Company;  Marion  B.  Pierce,  W.  J.  Larra&ee,  and  E.  H,  Burgess  for 
trunk  lines;  L.  P.  Day  for  New  York  Central  linra;  L.  H.  Strasser 
for  Wabash  Railroad  Company;  Henry  G.  Herbel  and  C.  C.  P. 
Rauteh  for  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company ;  L.  P.  Day,  Henry  Q. 
Herbel,  and  L.  H.  Strasser  for  central  freight  association  lines;  and 
D.  L.  Meyers  for  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company, 
protestants. 


^cibyGoOi^lc 


82  INTEBSTA.TE  COUMERCB  GOUMISSION   BEFOBTS. 

BepORT  07  THE  COMMISSION. 

D1VI810N  8,  C0MMI8S10NER8  HAii,  Eastman,  akd  Campbsll, 
Hall,  Oommiasioner: 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  September  10  and  Octo- 
ber 10,  1921,  respondents  proposed  to  establish  a  rate  of  $4,20  on 
salt,  in  carloads,  minimum  80,000  pounds,  from  mines  in  Louisiana 
on  the  Southern  Pacific  and  Gulf  Coast  lines,  respectively,  to  Chi- 
cago, III.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  direcUy  intermediate  main-line  points 
north  of  Louisiana  on  the  Illinois  Central  and  Yazoo  &  Mississippi 
Valley.  The  proposed  rate  is  subject  to  the  provision  that  the 
weight -carrying  capacity  of  the  car  used,  where  less  than  80,000 
pounds,  will  be  the  minimum.  Protests  were  filed  by  shippers  and 
carriers  of  salt  from  other  producing  fields  and  the  operation  of  the 
schedules  was  suspended  until  February  7  and  March  9,  1922,  re- 
spectively. Rates  are  stated  in  amounts  per  net  ton  except  as  other- 
wise indicated. 

The  present  rates  range  from  $4.59  to  $7,625,  and  are  subject  to  a 
minimum  of  S0,000  pounds.  Respondents  do  not  propose  to  cancel 
them.  They  apply,  and  the  proposed  rate  would  apply,  on  "  salt,  in 
sacks,  barrels,  blocks  (loose  or  crated),  or  in  bulk."  The  determina- 
tive feature  as  between  the  present  and  the  proposed  rates  would  be 
the  car  loading.  The  resulting  rate  situation  is  depicted  in  the  ap- 
pended map. 

The  points  of  origin  are  Anse  La  Butte,  Avery,  Salt  Mine,  and 
Weeks  Island  on  the  Southern  Pacific  lines  and  Jefferson  Island  on 
the  Gulf  Coast  lines,  near  one  another  and  nearly  due  west  of  New 
Orleans,  La.  Salt  Mine  and  Weeks  Island  are,  respectively,  104  and 
184  miles  from  Baton  Rouge,  La. ;  155.5  and  144.5  miles  from  New 
Orleans ;  and,  via  Baton  Rouge,  1,004  and  1,034  miles  from  Chicago. 
These  distances  include  20  constructive  miles  for  Mississippi  River 
transfers.  Jefferson  Island  is  just  west  of  Salt  Mine.  The  mine 
there  is  not  fully  opened  and  shipments  thus  far  have  consisted  of 
the  salt  removed  in  sinking  the  shaft.  The  destinations  to  which 
the  proposed  rate  would  apply  are  all  stations  north  of  Louisiana 
on  the  main  lines  of  the  Illinois  Central  and  Yazoo  &.  Mississippi 
Valley  to  Chicago  and  St.  Louis.  Osyka,  on  the  Illinois  Central, 
89  miles  from  New  Orleans  and  830  miles  from  Chicago,  and  Whit- 
taker,  on  the  Yazoo  8c  Mississippi  Valley,  41  miles  from  Baton 
Rouge  and  864  miles  from  Chicago,  are  the  first  stations  in  Missis- 
uppi  north  of  the  Louisiana  state  line. 

Halite  (Cuylerville)  and  Betsof,  both  in  western  New  York,  De- 
troit, Mich.,  the  Louisiana  mines  described,  and  several  mines  in 
central  Kansas,  are  the  principal  rock-salt  producing  fields  in  the 
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United  Ststes.  Bock  salt^  frolc  all  these  fields,  except  for  "  capping," 
can  be  used  for  substantially  the  same  purposes,  such  as  making 
brine,  freezing  ice  cream,  salting  hides,  charging  ice  machines,  re- 
frigerating, and  supplying  chemical  laboratories  and  laundries.  The 
production  costs  at  all  mines  range  from  $3.26  to  $3.50  per  ton,  and 
fall  rapidly  with  increased  daily  output.  In  October,  1921,  when 
this  case  was  heard,  the  selling  price  of  rock  salt  in  Chicago  was 
between  $8.50  and  $9  per  ton,  delivered,  except  to  meat  packers,  who 
were  paying  $7. 

Evaporated  salt  is  manufactured  in  Michigan,  New  York,  Kansas, 
Ohio,  California,  Utah,  and  other  states.  The  production  cost  is 
two  to  three  times  that  of  rock  salt.  In  packing  meats  the  two  kinds 
of  salt  are  used  for  separate  and  distinct  purposes. 

Louisiana  and  Detroit  rock  salt  is  similar*  in  appearance  to  that 
produced  at  Halite,  except  that  the  latter  is  not  quite  so  white. 
Louisiana  salt  is  purer  than  the  Detroit  or  Halite  product,  and  when 
dissolved  leaves  little  foreign  matter,  -  This  is  important  when  salt 
comes  into  direct  contact  with  meat.  The  former,  therefore,  can  be 
used  for  capping,  by  which  is  meant  the  placing  of  about  30  pounds 
of  large  crystal  salt  at  the  bottom  and  top  of  a  barrel  of  meat.  Com- 
paratively little  is  used  for  this  purpose,  the  aggregate  for  the  entire 
United  States  being  about  1,500  tons  annually.  Louisiana  salt  is 
said  to  be  so  clear,  pure,  and  white  that  it  may  be  marketed  as  table 
salt  at  small  expense;  but  the  producers  state  that  the  grinding, 
heating,  and  sifting  of  their  salt,  in  preparation  for  successful  com- 
petition with  evaporated  salt,  is  still  in  the  experimental  stages. 

Chicago  is  the  greatest  salt  market  in  the  country,  and  consumes 
about  500,000  tons  annually,  of  which  the  packers  use  approximately 
100,000  tons.  The  output  of  the  Detroit  mine  is  insufiicient  to  sup- 
ply the  maximum  demands  of  this  market.  In  1920  the  total  quan- 
tity of  salt  produced  in  the  United  States  was  6,965,188  tons,  of 
which  1,677,631  tons  were  rock,  2,467,641  tons,  evaporated,  and 
2,819,916  in  brine. 

From  a  trao^ortation  standpoint  salt  is  low-grade,  cheap,  heavy- 
loading,  requiring  no  expedited  service,  and  subject  to  few  loss  and 
damage  claims.  Rock  salt  can  be  moved  in  cars  which  fall  short  of 
the  condition  of  repair  needed  for  sugar  or  flour.  The  average  load- 
ing from  Halite  to  Chicago  is  78,000  pounds.  Bulk  salt  is  sometimes 
loaded  to  110  per  cent  of  the  marked  capacity  of  the  car,  and  some 
packers  have  instructed  shippers  to  so  load.  Package  salt  was  loaded 
daring  the  war  ahnost  as  heavily  as  bulk  salt,  reaching  110,000 
pounds.  But  salt  will  deteriorate  if  stored  for  any  great  length  of 
time,  and  is  affected  by  dampness,  so  that  jobbers  object  to  a  high 
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carload  minimum.    Competition  ia  keln,  the  margin  of  profit  small, 
and  the  freight  rates  are  highly  competitive. 

The  following  table  gives  rates  on  bulk  salt  from  the  Louisiana, 
Detroit,  and  Halite  mines  to  Chicago,  St.  Louis,  and  a  few  points  in 
Illinois  to  which  the  proposed  rate  would  apply : 
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To  Chicago  from  Detroit,  as  contrasted  with  Louisiana,  the  dis- 
tance is  27  per  cent,  and  the  rate  49  and  60  per  cent  of  the  present 
and  proposed  rates,  respectively,  while  from  Halite  the  distance 
is  56  per  cent,  and  the  rate  82  per  cent  of  the  present  rate  but  the 
same  as  the  proposed  rate. 

The  history  of  these  rates  to  Chicago  since  January  1,  1910,  and 
their  relation  to  the  Louisiana  rates,  may  be  summarized  as  follows: 
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Since  1910  the  increase  In  the  rates  to  Chicago  from  Detroit  has 
been  150  per  cent,  from  Halite  110  per  cent,  and  from  Louisiana  71 
per  cent.  The  proposed  rate  from  Louisiana  would  represent  an 
increase  of  40  per  cent  over  the  1910  rate.  The  greater  percentage 
Increases  in  the  rates  from  Detroit  and  Halite  result  from  those 
authorized  by  us  in  The  Five  Per  Cent  Catea  and  The  Fifteen  Per 
Cent  Case,  and  from  tlie  higher  percentage  of  increase  in  the  eastern 
group  than  on  traffic  from  Loubiana  allowed  on  July  29^  1920. 
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Bespondents  state  that  the  proposed  rate  was  published  at  the 
urgent  solicitation  of  the  Louisiana  producers,  who  first  requested 
a  lower  rate  to  Chicago  several  months  before  the  publication  of  the 
$4.20  rate.  According  to  their  records,  197  cars  moved  in  1917 
over  the  Illinois  Central  from  the  Louisiana  mines  to  Chicago  ter- 
ritory, 219  in  1918,  59  in  1919,  and  35  from  January  to  July,  1921. 
Because  of  the  decline  in  this  traffic  they  finally  decided  that  in  order 
to  stimulate  it  and  to  enable  these  industries  on  their  lines  to  secure 
a  fair  share  of  the  business  in  the  Chicago  and  St.  Louis  markets,  a 
lower  rate  must  be  maintained.  The  $4.20  rate  was  thereupon  pub- 
lished to  restore  in  part  the  rate  difference  over  Detroit  which  ob- 
tained prior  to  June  25,  1918.  Under  the  proposed  rate  this  differ- 
ence would  be  $1.70.  A  difference  of  $1.60  existed  for  a  little  over 
two  months  ending  on  that  date.  Before  that  the  difference  was 
$1.80  or  greater.  To  St  Louis  the  difference  prior  to  June  25,  1918, 
was  45  cents;  and  under  the  proposed  rate  would  be  10  cents. 

The  Louisiana  mines  on  the  Southern  Pacific  are  served  by  daily 
local  trains  which  transport  the  salt  to  Baton  Rouge.  These  do 
not  now  handle  maximum  tonnage,  and  the  Southern  Pacific  con- 
tends that  it  could  haul  the  additional  tonnage  anticipated  as  a 
consequence  of  the  proposed  rate  with  little  additional  expense.  A 
witness  for  the  Illinois  Central  system  referred  to  the  favorable 
operating  conditions  on  the  lines  of  that  system  traversing  the  low- 
rated  Mississippi  Valley,  and  said  that  cars  loaded  with  salt  may  be 
handled  at  convenience  to  fill  out  trains  which  would  otherwise  move 
light.    There  is  no  appreciable  empty  return  movement. 

Kespondents  say  that  salt  from  the  Louisiana  mines  to  Chicago 
territory  is  generally  loaded  to  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  car, 
which  is  110,000  pounds  {marked  capaci^  100,000  pounds)  in  the 
case  of  two-thirds  of  the  box-car  equipment  of  the  Southern  Pacific 
and  one-third  of  that  of  the  Illinois  Central.  They  estimate  that 
under  the  $4.20  rate  the  revenue  on  a  carload  of  110,000  pounds  to 
Chicago  would  be  $281.10  and  22.5  cents  per'car-mile.  They  say 
that  the  proposed  rate  is  low  but  not  abnormal,  and  will  at  least 
defray  out-of-pocket  expenses. 

Using  the  80,000-pound  minimum,  respondents  show  that  the 
car-mile  earnings  under  the  proposed  rate  to  Chicago  from  Weeks 
Island  and  Salt  Mine  would  be  about  16.4  and  16.9  cents,  respec- 
tively. With  these  they  compare  lower  earnings  on  cattle  from 
certain  points  in  Texas  and  Louisiana  to  Chicago,  St  Louis,  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  based  upon  a  minimum  weight  of  22,000  pounds 
for  cars  36  feet  7  inches  and  less  in  length,  under  rates  recommended 
in  NaUoTud  Live  Stock  Shipperti'  League  v.  A.,  T.  t&  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.^ 
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63  I.  C.  C,  107;  and  thej  emphasize  the  difference  in  the  haadlioj; 
of  the  two  commodities.  Comparisons  are  also  made  with  the 
ear-mile  earnings,  based  upon  a  minimum  of  40,000  pounds,  of 
14.8  cents  on  oyster  shells  from  Houma,  La.,  to  Chicago  and  other 
Illinois  points  under  a  rate  of  $7.30;  and  of  14.6  and  15.1  cents  on 
coke  from  Chicago  and  Stonega,  W.  Va.,  respectively,  to  Texas  des- 
tinations under  rates  ranging  from  $7,765  to  $9,595. 

The  following  table  is  representative  of  other  exhibits  intro- 
duced by  respondents.  It  compares  the  earnings  under  the  pro- 
posed rates  with  those  under  certain  import  and  domestic  com- 
modity rates.  The  weights  used  are  said  to  be  the  average  loading 
of  the  commodities  named . 
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Producers  of  salt  at  Weeks  Island  and  Jefferson  Idand  appeared 
in  support  of  the  proposed  rate.  They  deem  the  Chicago  and  St. 
Louis  markets  essential  for  the  disposition  of  their  normal  output 
because  southern  territory,  to  which  Uie  rates  from  Louiuana  are 
generally  lower  than  from  the  other  mines,  is  thinly  populated  and 
the  consumption  of  salt  not  great  That  territory,  they  assert,  can 
not  now  absorb  the  present  production  of  the  Louisiana  mines,  and, 
with  the  early  completion  of  the  Jefferson  Island  mine,  operating 
upon  ft  proved  area  of  some  60  acres  of  salt  to  a  depth  of  over  2,000 
feet,  additional  markets  must  be  sought.  The  witness  for  this  mine 
says  that  Detroit  is  its  only  competitor  in  the  Chictigo  and  St.  Louis 
markets,  but  does  not  admit  that  competition  from  the  other  fields  is 
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negligible.  With  a  rate  to  Chicago  of  $1.70  over  that  from  Detroit, 
the  same  as  from  the  Hatit«  mine,  he  said  that  Louisiana  would  "  get 
just  what  Detroit  could  not  handle." 

By  using  the  applicable  minima,  ranging  from  14,000  to  80,000 
pounds,  and  3^99  miles,  the  distance  via  New  Orleans,  the  Jefferson 
Island  producer  shows  that  under  the  rates  from  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  to  Chicago  on  beans,  canned  goods,  fish,  sugar,  cooperage,  fer- 
tilizer, fiber,  glue  stock,  poultry  and  stock  food,  grinding  pebbles, 
salt,  alfalfa  meal,  asphalt,  bags  and  bagging,  bark,  borax,  casein, 
pickled  cauliflower,  and  coffee,  the  car-mile  earnings  are  generally 
lower,  averaging  1^.9  cents,  than  on  salt  from  Weeks  Island  to  Chi- 
cago via  Baton  fiouge.  The  witness  introducing  these  exhibits  con- 
ceded that  no  salt  moves  under  the  rate  from  San  Francisco,  and 
could  not  say  whether  the  cooperage  or  pebbles  ever  moved.  The 
record  does  not  otherwise  indicate  whether  these  commodities  move 
over  that  roundabout  route.  Although  contending  for  a  rate  to 
Chicago  from  Louisiana  for  1,004  miles  equal  to  that  from  Halite  {or 
660  miles,  he  expressed  the  belief  that  California  and  Utah  were  also 
entitled  to  reasonable  salt  rates  to  Chicago  in  order  that  they  might 
compete  with  Detroit,  but  said  that,  with  a  rate  of  $4.20  from  Loui«- 
ana,  something  like  $8  would  be  reasonable  from  California  over  the 
shorter  routes,  estimated  at  2,500  miles. 

The  Weeks  Island  producer  urges  that  the  consumer  would  benefit 
by  the  resulting  additional  competition  in  salt.  Several  meat  pack- 
ers at  Chicago  take  this  view  and  appeared  in  support  thereof.  They 
consider  that  rates  on  salt  should  be  low,  even  to  the  extent  of  yield- 
ing less  revenue  than  that  on  other  commodities,  and  but  little  above 
the  cost  of  service. 

One  of  these  packers  shows  that  the  car-mile  earnings  on  salt 
under  the  proposed  rate  and  minimum  from  Weeks  Island  to  Chi- 
cago and  St.  Louis,  two-line  hauls,  would  be  higher  than  those  on 
fertilizer,  caustic  soda,  asphalt,  cement,  bones,  bags  and  bogging, 
brewers'  rice,  and  tin  scrap  between  Chicago-St.  Louis  and  New 
Orleans,  and  between  Mississippi  Valley  points,  for  shorter  one-line 
hauls  based  on  minima  ranging  from  30,000  to  40,000  pounds,  and 
that  the  car-mile  earnings,  minima  36,000  and  40,000  pounds,  under 
certain  import  conunodity  rates  from  Gulf  ports  to  Chicago  and 
St.  Louis  are,  generally  speaking,  slightly  lower  than  those  under 
the  proposed  rate. 

The  Halite  protestant  markets  about  10  per  cent  of  its  output  in 
Chicago  territory,  the  tonnage  exceeding  that  from  Louisiana.  It 
contends  that  the  present  rate  adjustment  leaves  it  at  a  disadvantage 
which  will  be  increased  by  the  proposed  rate  in  disregard  of  its 
geographical  advantage.    It  urges  that  if  the  proposed  rate  goes 
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into  effect  the  natural  consequence  would  be  a  reduction  in  the  rates 
from  Detroit,  Halite,  and  Kansas  to  maintain  the  present  relation- 
ship. Its  witness  said  that  he  could  find  no  joint  rate  of  Morgan's 
Louisiana  &  Texas  and  the  Illinois  Central  on  any  commodity  as 
low  as  that  proposed.  If  the  proposed  $4.20  rate  is  reasonable  for 
S60  miles  in  official  territory  the  Halite  protestant  considers  it  un- 
duly low  for  application  to  a  haul  almost  twice  as  long,  largely  in 
southern  territory.  Thus  the  earning  per  ton-mile  on  bulk  salt  to 
Chicago  from  Halite  and  Louisiana  are  7.5  mills  and  5.2  mills,  re- 
spectively, and,  under  the  proposed  rate  from  Louisiana  would  be 
4.2  mills.  After  absorbing  the  switching  charge  of  2  cents  per  100 
pounds  in  order  to  effect  delivery  at  the  stock  yards  in  Chicago  there 
would  be  left  3.8  mills.  These  earnings  are  compared  with  the  fol- 
lowing average  ton-mile  and  car-mile  yield  on  all  freight  as  shown 
by  the  annual  reports  of  the  respondents  named,  although  it  is  con- 
ceded that  such  figures  are  averages  and  that  the  haul  from  Louisiana 
to  Chicago  is  much  longer  than  the  average  haul: 
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The  operating  ratios  for  1920  of  the  Illinois  Central  and  Morgan's 
Louisiana  &  Texas  were  97,1  and  91.6  per  cent,  respectively. 

The  Halite  protestant  also  compared  the  ton-mile  earnings  on  salt 
from  Louisiana  to  Chicago  with  the  average  freight-train  service 
cost  for  the  six  months  ended  June  30,  1921,  of  class-I  steam  roads 
in  southern  territory,  given  as  approximately  3.07  mills  per  ton-mile 
under  selected  expense  accounts  covering  locomotive  repairs,  engine- 
house  expenses,  enginemen,  trainmen,  fuel,  and  other  locomotive  and 
train  supplies,  but  not  including  items  of  expense  such  as  mainte- 
nance of  way,  structures,  and  equipment,  and  superintendence. 

Because  of  the  rate  adjustment  this  protestant  has  never  been  able 
to  get  into  the  St.  Louis  market  although  the  haul  is  about  the  same 
as  from  the  Louisiana  mines.  It  has  been  doing  a  good  business 
at  many  points  in  Illinois  intermediate  to  Chicago,  but  under  the 
proposed  rate  the  Louisiana  mines  would  have  the  rate  advantage 
for  longer  hauls  than  from  Halite. 
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Stress  is  laid  on  the  fact  that  8ince'1907  the  rates  on  salt  in  bulk 
and  in  packages  to  Chicago  from  Louisiana  have  been  the  same, 
whereas  from  Halite  the  package-salt  rates  have  been  higher  than  ' 
on  bulk  salt.  During  that  time  the  package-salt  rate  from  Halite 
has  ranged  from  81  cents  below  to  77  cents  over  the  Louisisina  rate. 
The  proposed  rate  to  Chicago,  which  would  apply  on  either  package 
or  bulk  salt,  is  $1.70  below  the  package-salt  rate  from  Halite.  Re- 
Bpfindents  say  that  they  are  merely  adhering  to  the  method  always 
used  in  publishing  these  rates.  The  rates  from  Halite  to  Illinois 
points  outside  of  Chicago  territory  generally  apply  on  both  bulk  and 
package  salt. 

Michigan  and  Ohio  manufacturers  of  evaporated  salt  base  their 
protest  on  the  ground  that  if  the  proposed  rate  becomes  effective 
the  Louisiana  producers  will  be  able  to  market  table  salt  in  Michi- 
gan itself,  because  the  production  cost  is  higher  there  than  in 
Louisiana.  These  manufacturers  have  been  losing  their  markets  on 
the  Atlantic  seaboard  because  of  competition  from  Germany  since 
the  cessation  of  hostilities.  They  make  the  following  comparisons 
of  rates  on  salt,  in  packages,  the  usual  manner  in  which  evaporated 
salt  is  shipped,  from  the  Louisiana  and  Detroit  fields: 
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The  proposed  rate  to  Cairo,  a  two-line  haul  of  625  miles,  is  also 
compared  with  the  present  rate  of  $5.70  for  a  single-line  haul  of  575 
nailes  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  the  same  destination. 

The  Kansas  protestants  oppose  the  proposed  rate  because  it  would 
widen  the  spread  between  their  rates  and  those  from  Louisiana  to 
St,  Louis  and  Illinois  points.  The  present  rates  to  these  destinations 
from  liouisiana  are  lower  than  the  rates  from  the  Kansas  mines  and 
several  complaints  growing  out  of  this  situation  are  now  before  us. 
Their  position  is  that  salt  rates  should  be  so  readjusted  that,  to  Chi- 
cago, Kansas  would  have  rates  substantially  similar  to  those  now 
maintained  from  the  New  York  mines,  since  the  distances  are  ap- 
proximately the  same;  and  lower  rates  to  that  market  than  those 
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from  Louisiana  because  the  distance  from  Kansas  is  little  more  than 
half  of  that  from  Louisiana  to  Chicago.  They  say  that  their  sales  in 
Chicago  are  inconsiderable  and  have  resulted  in  loss. 

These  protestants  show  the  following  short-line  distances  and  rates 
from  representative  Kansas  producing  points: 
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The  Little  River  producer  suggests  a  distance  scale,  minimum 
80,000  pounds,  as  the  solution  of  the  difficulty.  This  begins  with 
7.5  cents  per  100  pounds  for -25  miles,  progresses  0.5  cent  for  each 
25  miles  up  to  875  miles,  and  thereafter  0.5  cent  for  each  50  miles. 
The  other  Kansas  producers  represented  at  the  hearing  expressed 
approval  of  a  distance  scale,  as  did  the  Chicago  meat  packer  owning 
the  Little  Biver  mine.  The  Halite  protestant  considers  an  exact 
distance  scale  unnecessary  and  favors  a  satisfactory  blanketing  of 
the  rates,  but  believes  that  the  Ix)uisiana,  Halite,  and  Kansas  rates 
should  be  on  the  same  relative  distance  basis.  The  Southern  Pacific 
and  the  producer  at  Weeks  Island  object  to  a  distance  scale  because 
it  would  build  a  "  rate  wall "  around  each  salt  field.  Other  Chicago 
packers  are  opposed  to  a  distance  scale  and  suggest  that,  in  de- 
termining the  rate  advantages  which  should  accrue  because  of  loca- 
tion, different  consideration  should  be  given  where  the  placement 
of  an  industry  is  fixed  by  nature  than  is  given  where  an  industry 
is  established  by  man  in  the  exercise  of  his  judgment. 

The  several  protesting  carriers  serve  the  fields  which  compete 
with  Louisiana  and  are  apprehensive  that  the  proposed  rate  will 
compel  reductions  from  their  fields  to  common  destinations,  thereby 
resulting  in  depletion  of  their  sorely  needed  revenues.  The  Wabash 
contends  that  a  carrier  can  not  radically  change  the  rate  on  a  com- 
modity moving  in  large  volume,  especially  one  so  highly  competitive 
as  salt,  without  precipitating  a  rate  distarbance.  Salt  is  produced 
on  its  line  within  the  Detroit  switching  limits,  and  constitutes  Ifi 
per  cent  of  its  ootbound  tonnage  from  that  city.  Its  witness 
stated  that  if  the  proposed  rate  becomes  effective  the  Wabash  will 
immediately  reduce  its  rates  from  Michigan  to  Chicago,  or,  if  de- 
prived of  that  market,  it  will  seek  others;  and  pointed  out  that  the 
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Wnbnsh  lines  extend  to  Omaha,  Kdnsns  Ci^,  Mo.,  Des  Moines  and 
Ottumwa,  Iowa,  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  National  Stock  Yards,  III.,  and  St 
Loais,  where  much  salt  is  consumed. 

The  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  has  a  direct  line  from  the 
Kansas  mines  to  Chicago.  Its  witness  said  that  it  would  go  to 
any  reasonable  length  to  protect  the  interests  of  its  shippers  if  the 
proposed  rate  is  permitted  to  become  effective;  and  that  the  inability 
thus  far  of  Kansas  mines  to  share  in  the  Chicago  business  is  no 
reason  for  continuing  to  exclude  them,  inasmuch  as  the  production 
has  greatly  increased  and  new  mines  hare  been  opened,  as  in 
Louisiana.  Exhibits  were > introduced  to  show  that  Louisiana  now 
has  more  favorable  rates  for  comparable  distances  than  other  salt 
fields. 

In  order  to  obviate  departures  from  the  long-and-short-haul  pro- 
vision of  the  fourth  section  of  the  interstate  commerce  act  respond- 
ents proposed  to  blanket  the  $4.20  rate  from  Chicago  and  St.  Louis 
back  over  their  direct  rails  to  the  east-and-west  Mississippi-Louisiana 
state  line,  thus  confining  it  to  interstate  destinations  on  the  so-called 
main  lines  of  the  Illinois  Central  and  Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley. 
An  examination  of  the  suspended  schedules  discloses  many  instances 
where  such  departures  might  occur  under  the  proposed  rate.  We 
have  heretofore  required  the  cancellation  of  suspended  schedules 
because  of  threatened  violations  of  this  provision  of  the  fourth 
section.  Jlice  Products  to  Jackson,  Miss.,  44  I.  C.  C,  364.  A  few 
illustrations  of  the  departures  here  threatened  will  suffice. 

A  witness  for  the  Illinois  Central  system  testified  that,  for  operat- 
ing reasons,  freight  traffic  between  New  Orleans  and  Chicago-St. 
Louis  is  handled  over  the  Illinois  Central  to  Jackson,  Miss.,  and  the 
Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley  to  Memphis,  through  Yazoo  City  and 
Gwin,  Miss.,  known  as  the  "  Gwin  route."  The  proposed  rate  would 
not  apply  to  points  on  that  route,  but  would  apply  to  destinations  on 
the  Illinois  Central's  line  through  Grenada,  Miss.  Charges  on  an 
80,000-pound  carload  would  therefore  be  considerably  greater  to  a 
point  on  the  Gwin  route  than  would  apply  to  Memphis  or  beyond. 
This  would  constitute  a  fourth  section  departure  without  appro- 
priate protection,  irrespective  of  the  fact  that  the  Gwin  route  is  pre- 
ferred, for  operating  reasons  only,  to  one  20  miles  shorter.  Inmanr 
PauUen  Lumber  Co.  v.  S.  P.  Co.,  42  I.  C.  C,  275,  279. 

To  Jackson  the  rate  via  New  Orleans  and  the  New  Orleans  Great 
Northern  is  and  would  be  $5,825;  over  that  route,  and  the  Illinois 
Central  or  Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley  beyond,  the  proposed  rate 
would  be  $4.20,  The  $5,825  rate  is  now  protected  by  fourth  section 
order  No.  5307  bat  the  proposed  rate  would  widen  the  departure 
therein  authorized  and  would  not  be  protected. 
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To  Cairo  from  Southern  Pacific  miDes  via  Alexandria,  La,,  and 
from  the  mine  on  the  Gulf  Coast  lines  via  Kinder,  La.,  and  the 
Missouri  Pacific  beyond,  the  rate  is  $4.59.  Over  the  same  routes,  for 
Illinois  Central  ddivery,  the  present  $4.59  rate  and  the  proposed 
$4.20  rate  would  apply.  At  points  short  of  Cairo  on  the  Missouri 
Pacific  rates  as  high  as  $7.29  would  apply.  Dexter,  Mo.,  is  an  in- 
stance. Such  departures  would  be  without  appropriate  protection  so 
far  as  the  proposed  rate  is  concerned. 

To  Bedwood,  Miss.,  from  mines  on  the  Southern  Pacific  the 
present  rate  is  $6,825.  It  is  proposed  to  apply  thereto  the  $4.20 
rat«  either  via  Baton  Rouge  and  the  Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley 
or  via  New  Orleans  and  the  Illinois  Central.  This  is  the  only 
point,  except  Memphis,  on  the  Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley  to  which 
the  proposed  rate  would  apply  by  either  of  these  routes.  Traffic 
to  other  points  on  the  Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley  must,  under 
the  tariff,  move  via  New  Orleans  and  the  Yazoo  &  Mississippi 
Valley,  although  respondents  stated  that  most  of  this  traffic  would 
move  through  the  Baton  Eouge  gateway.  By  that  route  the  present 
higher  rates  would  apply  to  points  on  the  Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Val- 
ley intermediate  to  Bedwood  and  Memphis. 

Respondents  could  not  name  any  commodity  moving  through 
the  Mississippi  Valley  on  which  the  rate  is  blanketed  from  Mem- 
phis to  Chicago,  528  miles.  The  proposed  rate  is  blanketed  back 
for  a  distance  of  about  850  miles  out  of  a  1,000-mile  haul.  In 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Johnson  City,  Tenn.,  v.  S.  Ey.  Co.,  64, 
I.  C.  C,  709,  726,  we  specifically  withheld  approval  of  a  compara- 
tively narrow  grouping  of  points  of  origin  because  the  length  of 
the  group  in  the  direction  of  movement  was  nearly  as  great  as  the 
hauls  from  the  nearest  point  in  the  group  to  the  destinations  there 
under  consideration. 

To  intermediate  intrastate  destinations  218  miles  and  less  from 
the  Louisiana  mines  the  present  rates,  ranging  as  high  as  $5.20,  will 
remain  unchanged. 

From  the  Louisiana  mines  these  respondents  maintain  a  rate  of 
$6,345  to  Peoria,  Hi.,  921  miles,  and  $5,066  to  Louisville,  Ky.,  848 
miles,  both  reached  by  the  Illinois  Central,  and  also  participate  in 
a  rate  of  $5,805  to  Cudahy  and  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  respectively  68 
and  75  miles  beyond  Chicago. 

An  80,000-pound  carload  to  Natchez,  Miss.,  on  the  Yazoo  &  Mis- 
sissippi Valley,  229  miles  from  Salt  Mine  and  28  miles  off  of  the 
main  line,  would  be  charged  a  rate  of  $4,925  compared  with  the  pro- 
posed rate  of  $4.20  to  Memphis,  St.  Louis,  and  Chicago.  The  haul 
to  the  latter  is  more  than  four  times  that  to  Natchez.    Bespondents 
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concede  that  salt  moves  to  Natchez  in  carloads,  but  not  for  packing- 
house purposes. 

To  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  a  packing  center  982  miles  from  the  Louisi- 
ana mines  and  served  by  the  Illinois  Central,  these  respondents  pro- 
pose no  change  in  their  present  rate  of  $5,065,  which  is  lower  than 
the  present  rate  to  Chicago  but  higher  than  the  proposed  rate.  This 
clearly  would  result  in  undue  prejudice  to  Indianapolis.  "The  in- 
terstate conunerce  act  is  not  only  designed  to  cure  violations  thereof 
but  also  to  prevent  them."  Co<d  from  Detroit,  Toledo  <&  IrorUon 
R.  R.  Mines,  6*  i;  C.  C,  564. 

It  is  clear  that  the  rates  from  the  several  salt-producing,  fields  to 
the  consuming  points  should  be  related.  A  proper  rate  relationship 
between  competitive  groups  is  in  many  respects  of  greater  importance 
to  the  shipping  public  than  the  measure  of  the  rate  itself.  Goal  from 
Detroit,  Toledo  dk  /ronton  R.  R.  Mines,  supra.  In  the  present  pro- 
ceeding we  have  before  us  the  rates  only  from  the  Louisiana  mines 
to  certain  destinations,  and  the  record  does  not  afford  a  satisfactory 
basis  for  determining  lawful  rates  on  this  traffic.  But  we  think  tliat 
the  interested  producers,  carriers,  and  consumers  of  salt  should  con- 
fer with  a  view  to  establishing  a  satisfactory  rate  structure,  giving 
due  consideration  to  such  elements  as  distance  and  territory  traversed, 
competitive  conditions,  carload  minima,  and  whether  rates  and 
minima  should  be  provided  for  package  salt  differing  from  t^oae 
for  bulk  salt. 

We  are  of  opinion  and  find  that  the  proposed  rate  would  be  un- 
lawful.   An  order  will  be  entered  requiring  the  cancellation  of  the 
suspended  schedules  and  discontinuing  this  proceeding. 
esLca 
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Investioation  and  Suspension  Docket  No.  1891. 
TRANSIT    PRIVILEGES    ON    LUMBER    AT    MEMPHIS, 
TENN.,  AND  LOUISVILLE,  KY.,  ORIGINATING  IN  AE- 
KANSAS  AND  LOUISIANA. 


Submitted  Xoventber  It,  Idtl.    Decided  January  17,  iStt. 


Order  suspeodlng  scbednlee  proposing  to  withdraw  existing  transit  arranse- 
ments  In  connection  wltb  tbe  Joint  ratea  on  lumber.  In  carloads,  moving  by 
way  of  Memphis,  Tenn.,  or  Loulsrille,  E7.,  from  points  on  the  Chicago, 
Bock  Island  ft  PaciOc  In  Arkansas  and  Louisiana  to  various  north«ro 
points,  vacated. 

A.  B.  Enoch  for  respondents. 

Norman  dk  Graham  and  G.  F.  Graham  for  protcstant. 
ReFOET  or  THE  CoMuisaiOK. 
Division  2,  CoHHiasioNERS  Dahibu,  Esch,  and  Campbbu.. 
Danibu,  Commdsaioner: 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  September  6,  1921,  respond- 
ents proposed  to  vrithdravr  existing  transit  arrangements  in  coonec- 
tion  with  the  joint  rates  on  lumber,  in  carloads,  moving  by  way  of 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  or  Louisville,  Ky.,  from  points  on  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  &  Pacific,  hereinafter  called  the  Rock  Island,  in  Arkan- 
sas and  Louisiana  to  points  in  Canada,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia.  Tariffs  now  in 
effect  permit  the  stopping  of  lumber  at  certain  points  between  origin 
and  destination,  for  yarding,  grading,  drying,  dressing,  or  further 
manufacture.  Upon  protest  of  the  Southern  Hardwood  Traffic  Asso- 
ciation on  behalf  of  its  members  handling  Inmber  at  Memphis  and 
Louisville  and  operating  mills  in  Arkansas,  the  schedules  were  sus- 
pended until  February  2,  1922. 

In  S(nith«m  Hardwood  Tra0e  Atto.  v.  Director  General^  61  I.  C 
C,  132,  we  found  that  defendants*  participation  in  tariffs  carrying 
joint  rates  on  lumber  and  forest  products  applying  through  Mem- 
phis or  Louisville  from  an  extensive  territory,  including  the  origin 
points  here  in  question,  to  various  points,  particularly  in  the  north, 
permitting  transit  in  connection  with  such  joint  rates  at  points  other 
than  Memphis  and  Louisville  while  contemporaneously  denying 
nmilar  transit  arrangements  at  tiioae  cities  on  the  same  through 
routes,  subjected  complainants  to  undue  prejudice  and  disadvantage. 
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For  reasons  pointed  out  in  the  report  the  complaint  was  withdrawn 
as  to  certain  defendants  so  far  as  transit  at  Memphis  was  concerned, 
but  an  order  was  entered  giving  effect  to  our  findings,  directed 
against  other  defendants,  including  the  Rock  Island. 

Complying  with  that  order,  and  prior  to  the  proposed  effective 
date  of  the  suspended  schedules,  a  number  of  carriers,  including  th* 
Loaisville  &  Nashville  and  Illinois  Central,  established  transit  at 
Memphis  and  Louisville,  applicable  on  traffic  drawn  into  those  points 
by  the  lines  according  the  transit  arrangement,  similar  to  that  ac- 
corded at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  and  other  nor&em  competitive  points.  As 
the  tariffs  naming  the  joint  rates  contain  the  usual  provisions  author- 
izing such  services  as  provided  by  the  tariffs  of  the  various  partici- 
pating carriers,  the  transit  so  authorized,  subject  to  the  transit 
charges  provided,  became  automatically  applicable  in  connection 
with  the  joint  rates  participated  in  by  those  carriers.  The  suspended 
schedules  propose  to  withdraw  transit  on  the  traffic  in  question  at  all 
points  over  routes  through  Memphis  and  Louisville. 

On  the  date  of  our  decision  in  Southern  Hardwood  Traffic  Aaao.  v. 
Director  General,  supra,  we  made  a  substantially  similar  report  and 
order  in  American  Creosoting  Co.  v.  Director  General,  61  I.  C.  C, 
145.  A  suit  was  brought  in  the  federal  district  court  for  the  district 
of  New  Jersey  to  enjoin  the  enforcement  of  the  order  in  the  latter 
case.  Application  for  a  preliminary  injunction  was  denied.  On  ap- 
peal, the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  reversed  the  order  of 
the  district  court  and  held  our  order  invalid  in  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  N.  J. 
T.  Vmted  States,  decided 'December  5, 1921.  In  view  of  this  opinion 
of  the  Supreme  Court  we  have  vacated  and  set  aside  our  order  of 
March  15,  1921,  in  the  Sotit/iem  Hardwood  Traffic  Asao.  Case. 

The  present  proceeding  is  an  outgrowth  of  the  case  just  mentioned. 
It  was  heard  at  a  time  when  our  order  was  presumed  to  be  valid. 
The  present  situation  differs  essentially  from  that  existing  at  the 
time  the  tariff  was  filed  and  at  the  time  of  the  hearing.  Under  the 
circumstances  we  believe  that  we  should  vacate  our  order  of  sus- 
pemdon  and  discontinue  this  investigation,  without  prejudice  to  the 
right  of  any  party  to  take  snch  action  in  the  premises  as  he  may  deem 
proper,  and  that  course  will  be  pursued. 

AJi  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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Investioation  and  SttsPension  Docket  No,  1412. 
NOKAPPLICATION  OF  GROUP-J  RATES  FROM  AND  TO 
D.  &.  R.  G.  W.  STATIONS  SOUTH  AND  EAST  OF  GRAND 
JUNCTION,  COLO. 

BvinUtted  January  10,  192S.    Decided  January  18, 19tt, 

Proposed  definite  restriction  to  Colorado  common  points  and  Santa  Fe,  N.  M^., 
of  group-J  rates  apirficable  between  PaclQc  coast  points  and  pointa  In  Colo- 
rado and  New  Mexico  by  waj  of  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  Weatem  BaUroad 
found  Jnsttfled.    Orders  of  snspenalon  vacated  and  proceeding  discontinued. 

J.  G.  McMiirry  and  Elroy  N.  Clark  for  respondents. 

CaH  Whitehead  and  Albert  L.  Vogel  for  proteatants. 
Report  of  the  Commission. 
DmsioN  4,  CoHHiBsiONERS  Meter,  Danielb,  Babthan,  and  Potter. 
Bt  Division  4 : 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  October  3  and  Novranber  15, 
1921,  it  is  proposed  definitely  to  eliminate  certain  stations  on  the 
Denver  &  Rio  Grande  Western,  hereinafter  called  respondent,  from 
the  application  of  group-J  rates  from  and  to  Pacific  coast  points 
south  of  and  including  Portland,  Oreg.,  hereinafter  termed  coast 
points,  to  and  from  certain  points  in  Colorado  and  New  Mexico, 
among  others.  Upon  protest  of  the  San  Luis  Valley  Federation  of 
Commerce,  Romeo,  Colo.,  operation  of  the  schedules  was  suspended 
until  March  2  and  March  16, 1922,  respectively. 

The  present  transcontinental  tariffs  specifically  provide  for  the 
application  of  group-J  rates  from  and  to  coast  points  to  and  from 
the  statjons  on  respondent's  line,  Denver  to  Trinidad,  Colo.,  inelnd- 
ing  Walsenburg,  Colo.,  hereafter  oaUed  common  points,  and  Santa 
Fe,  N.  Mex.  Protestants  contend  that  these  rates  also  apply  between 
the  coast  points  and  stations  intennediate  Walsenbnrg  and  Santa 
Fe  under  the  following  intermediate  application  rules  published  in 
the  eastbotmd  and  westbound  tariffs,  respectively : 

Except  as  otherwise  HpeciScallT  provided  In  tariff,  rate  to  an  annamed  point 
locat^  between  an;  two  points  to  which  ratea  are  named  In  tariff,  wUl  be  tbe 
same  as  tbe  rote  to  the  higher  rated  of  the  points  between  which  each  annamed 
point  Is  located.  A  point  not  named  In  Individual  rate  Itema  will  take  the  rate 
an>lt<^at>lc  to  the  higher  rated  of  tbe  points  between  which  such  unnamed 
point  la  located,  notwithstanding  that  «nch  point  may  be  named  In  other  com- 
tnodit7  or  class  rate  item& 
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Except  as  otherwise  provided  •  •  •  when  rates  are  not  specifically  pro- 
Tided  tor  from  statlo&s  located  directly  Intermediate  to  and  on  the  same  line 
or  ronte  with  stattoca  from  which  rates  are  epecIAcally  provided,  apply  the 
rate  which  Is  spedflcaUy  provided  from  the  next  more  distant  point  od  that 
line  or  ronte. 

With  this  contention  respondent  disagrees  but,  in  order  to  remove 
any  doubt,  proposes  to  add  the  following  to  the  present  restriction 
that  rates  from  Santa  Fe  via  its  line  will  not  apply  from  inter- 
mediate points : 

Bxc«pt  aa  otherwise  specifically  provided,  rates  named  in  this  tarlfC  (and 
as  amended)  will  Dot  apply  from  nor  via  potnta  on  the  Denver  and  Rio  Grande 
Western  Railroad  south  and  cast  of  Grand  Jnnction,  Colo.,  via  Montrose  and 
Gaiinisos,  aonth  of  Sailda,  Colo.,  west  of  Mutoal,  Ooio.,  and  north  of  Santa  Fa, 
N.  Mex. 

Id  the  suspended  schedules  similar  restriction  is  also  proposed  in 
connection  with  the  rates  from  the  Pacific  coast. 

The  line  of  the  Denver  &  Aio  Grande  Western  west  of  Walsen- 
burg,  Colo.,  extends  through  Mutual,  Colo,,  to  Alamosa,  Colo.; 
tbenoe  one  branch  continues  west  to  Creede,  Colo.,  while  another 
continues  south  as  a  three-rail  line,  to  Antonito,  Colo.,  and  beyond 
to  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  as  a  narrow-gauge  line.  Respondent  also  has 
a  narrow-gauge  line  running  north  from  Alamosa  to  Salida,  this 
being  much  more  direct  than  its  standard-gauge  route  between  the 
two  last-mentioned  points  which  lies  to  the  east  through  Pueblo, 
Colo.,  and  Walsenburg. 

The  only  through  standard-gauge  route  to  the  common  points 
from  the  Pacific  coast  in  connection  with  respondent's  line  extends 
through  Grand  Junction,  over  Tennessee  Pass,  through  Salida  and 
Canon  City  to  Pueblo,  and  thence  north  to  Denver  and  south  to 
Walsenburg  and  Trinidad.  This  is,  and  for  many  years  past  has 
been,  the  sole  route  used  by  respondent  for  through  traffic  between 
the  coast  and  the  common  points.  There  are  other  posable  routes 
made  up  of  its  narrow-gauge  lines  extending  between  Montrose  and 
Salida  and  Salida  and  Santa  Fe  (through  Alamosa  and  Antonito), 
and  the  standard-gauge  lines  connecting  Grand  Junction  and  Mon- 
trose, and  Walsenburg  and  Alamosa,  but  no  through  traffic  between 
the  coast  and  the  common  points  is  ever  so  handled,  principally  be- 
cause of  the  difficulties  encountered  in  operating  over  the  narrow- 
gauge  tracks,  which  render  their  use  in  connection  with  such  through 
traffic  quite  impracticable.  In  addition  to  the  delays,  loss  and  dam- 
age claims,  and  the  expense  incident  to  the  transfer  into  and  out  of 
standard-gauge  equipment  out  of  and  into  narrow-gauge  cars,  the 
operating  costs  are  said  to  exceed  those  for  standard-gauge  lines  by 
approximately  20  per  cent,  due  largely  to  the  smaller  units  of  motive 
power  and  of  equipment.   There  are  also  adverse  grades  of  4  p^  cent 
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at  Marshall  Pass  and  C«rro  Summit,  on  the  line  east  from  Montrose, 
and  from  3  to  4  per  cent  between  Poncha  Junction  and  Poncha  Pass, 
on  the  Salida-Santa  Fe  line. 

Traffic  hetween  the  coast  points  and  Santa  Fe  via  respocdeot's 
rails  moves  over  the  narrow-gauge  line  connecting  Alamosa  and 
Santa  Fe,  but  the  group-J  rates  applicable  thereto  are  at  present 
deSnitely  restricted,  as  previously  stated,  so  as  not  to  apply  at  inter* 
mediate  points,  relief  from  the  provisions  of  the  fourth  section  of 
the  act  having  been  granted  in  fourth  section  order  Ko.  4859,  issued 
April  27, 1916. 

In  Montrose  db  Delta  Counties  Freight  Rate  Asto.  v.  R.  R.  Co., 
84  I.  C.  C,  393,  we  found  that  certain  stations  on  respondent's  line 
extending  from  Montrose  to  Grand  Junction  were  local  branch-line 
points,  not  on  the  route  used  for  through  shiphients  from  -  the 
Missouri  River  and  eastern  territory,  and  not  intermediate  to  Grand 
Junction  or  Salt  Lake  City  on  traffic  from  Missouri  River  points  and 
points  east  thereof.  The  facts  and  circumstances  which  led  ds  to 
tiiose  conclusions  are  fully  set  forth  in  our  report  They  are  either 
identical  with  or  similar  to  those  here  present,  and  apply  with  equal 
force  to  traffic  moving  in  connection  with  respondent's  line  between 
the  coast  and  the  common  points  by  way  of  Salt  Lake  City.  It 
follows  that  by  that  route  stations  on  other  than  respondent's 
standard-gauge  line  are  not  intermediate  between  the  coast  and  the 
common  points  nor  entitled  to  the  group-J  rates  under  the  inter* 
mediate  application  rules ;  and  that  from  ths  restricted  points  herein 
considered  the  proposed  tariffs  effectuate  no  increase  in  the  present 
rates  which  are  properly  made  by  the  addition  of  respondmt's  local 
rates  to  the  joint  rates  applicable  from  the  nearest  junction  point. 

This  leaves  for  consideration  traffic  via  Santa  Fe  and  the  Atchison, 
Topeka  &  Santa  Fe,  hereinafter  called  the  Atchison,  between  the 
coast  points  and  what  is  known  as  the  San  Luis  Valley,  whi<^  may 
be  said  to  embrace  the  territory  served  by  respondent's  standard* 
gauge  line  extending  from  Walsenburg  to  Creede  and  the  narrow- 
gauge  lines  extending  from  Alamosa  north  to  Salida  and  south  to 
Santa  Fe.  It  is  protestants'  position  that  under  the  present  tariffs 
traffic  from  Walsenburg  to  the  coast  points  may  move  over  re- 
spondent's line  through  Alamosa  to  Santa  Fe  and  thence  over  the 
Atchison ;  that  by  that  route  points  in  the  San  Luis  Valley  inter- 
mediate Walsenburg  and  Santa  Fe  are  entitled  under  the  inter* 
mediate  application  rules  above  quoted  to  the  group-J  rates;  and 
that  the  proposed  restrictions  will  therefore  result  in  increases  to  the 
extent  of  respondent's  local  rates  to  either  Walsenburg  or  Santa  Fe, 
whichever  makes  lower.  Respondent  has  consistently  refused  to 
apply  on  traffic  from  and  to  the  valley  points  other  than  the  combina- 
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tion  ba^,  exc«pt  on  certain  outbound  commodities  as  to  which  a 
lower  basis  has  been  made  apecifically  applicable'  for  competitive 
reasons  or  to  foster  certain  industries. 

Here,  as  in  the  Montrose  Case,  the  answer  to  protestants'  conten* 
tions  lies  in  ihe  fact  that  no  through  trafiic  between  the  coast  and  the 
common  points  moves  in  connection  with  respondent's  lines  other 
than  through  Pueblo  and  over  Tennessee  Pass.  Via  that  route,  of 
course,  the  valley  points  are  not  intermediate  to  any  points  taking 
group-J  rates  except  Santa  Fe  and,  as  hereinbefore  stated,  the  charg- 
ing of  rates  to  and  from  that  point  lower  than  to  or  from  inter- 
mediate points  south  of  Salida  was  and  is  authorized  by  us.  The 
operating  difficulties  incident  to  a  movement  via  the  narrow-gauge 
line  between  Montrose  and  Salida,  described  in  the  Montrose  Ca»e 
as  well  as  in  this  report,  are  likewise  present  between  Salida  and 
Santa  Fe,  and  there  are  also  adverse  grades  of  from  3  to  4  per  cent 
at  LaVeta  Pass,  just  west  of  Walsenburg. 

We  find,  therefore,  that  notwithstanding  the  absence  of  routing 
restrictions  in  the  present  tariffs,  there  is  no  practicable  through 
route  in  connection  with  respondent's  line  by  way  of  Santa  Fe  and 
the  Atchison ;  that  the  valley  points  are  not  intermediate  to  Walsen- 
burg by  any  route  used  or  usable  for  through  traffic  between  that 
point  and  the  coast  points;  and  that  the  proposed  restrictions 
making  group- J  rates  inapplicable  at  certain  points  effect  no  change, 
but  merely  clarify  the  tariffs — a  commendable  thing.  In  view  of  this 
Bnding,  there  is  no  necessity  for  discussing  the  evidence  introduced  by 
the  parties  relative  to  the  measure  of  the  rates  under  consideration. 

An  order  will  be  entered  vacating  our  order  of  suspension  and 
discontinaing  the  proceeding. 
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Investioation  and  Suspension  Docket  No.  1404. 
IRON  AND  STEEL  ARTICLES  FROM  BOSTON  AND  OTHEB 
POINTS  TO  MAINE  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  DESTINA- 
TIONS. 


Bubmitted  October  27,  I9tl.    Decided  Jamary  U,  19tt. 


Proposed  Increased  rates  on  Iron  and  steel  articles  from  Boston,  Mass.,  and 
otber  points  to  Maine  Central  destinations  found  not  Justified.  Suspended 
schedule  ordered  canceled. 

W,  A.  Cole  for  Boston  &  Maine  Railroad  and  Charles  H.  Blatch- 
ford  for  Maine  Central  Railroad  Company,  respondents. 
A.  Van  AUen  Thomason  for  various  protestants. 
George  F.  Feeney  for  Portland  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Report  op  the  Coukihsion. 

Division  3,  CouHieeioNERS  Eastman,  Potter,  and  Campbelu 
Bt  Division  3 : 

By  Boston  &  Maine  Railroad  tariff  I.  C.  C,  No.  A-2368,  filed  to 
become  effective  September  26,  1921,  respondents  propose  to  cancel 
the  less-than-carload  commodity  rates  now  published  on  iron  and 
steel  articles  from  Boston,  Mass.,  and  other  near-by  points,  including 
also  Gloucester,  Worcester,  Fitchburg,  and  Clinton,  Mass.,  to  destina- 
tions on  the  Maine  Central,  thereby  making  applicable  the  higher 
fourth-class  rates.  Upon  protest  filed  by  jobbers  at  Boston,  the  tariff 
was  suspended  until  February  23,  1922.  Rates  will  be  stated  In 
cents  per  100  pounds,  those  from  Boston  being  referred  to  as  repre- 
sentative. 

Iron  and  st«el  articles,  less  than  carloads,  are  rated  fourth  class  in 
official  classification.  For  many  years  the  Boston  &  Maine  had  in 
effect  on  these  articles  local  commodity  rates  lower  than  the  class 
rates.  By  order  No.  385  of  the  New  Hampshire  Public  Service  Com- 
mission, entered  in  1914,  new  and  higher  local  rates  equal  to  110  per 
cent  of  the  corresponding  fifth-class  rates  were  permitted  to  be  pub- 
lished. This  basis  was  three  years  later  made  applicable  also  from 
points  on  the  Boston  &  Maine  to  destinations  on  Uie  Maine  Central. 
When  the  class  rates  in  New  England  were  revised  in  1919  and  the 
go-called  Anderson  scale  was  made  effective,  the  rates  theretofore 
published  by  respondents  on  the  110  per  cent  basis  were  not  revised 
with  the  class  rates  but  were  continued  as  commodity  rates.  The 
maintenance  of  commodity  rates  from  Boston  and  the  application 
from  Portland,  Me.,  of  fourth-class  rates  to  points  on  the  Maine 
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CoDtral,  has  led  to  complaint  from  Portland  jobbers.  The  rate  from 
Boston  to  Calais,  Me.,  is  49  cents;  from  Portland,  directly  interme- 
diate, the  rate  on  intrastate  traffic  is  51.6  cents.  To  Eastport,  Me.,  the 
Boston  rate  is  45  cents  and  the  Portland  rate  50.5  cents.  To  put  the 
Boston  rates  on  what  they  regard  as  the  proper  basis,  respondents 
propose  to  establish  from  that  point  the  class  basis  which  applies 
from  Portland.  The  result  will  be  increases  in  the  present  rates, 
amounting  in  some  cases  to  more  than  30  per  cent. 

This  action  is  proposed  at  the  request  of  the  Maine  Centra]  and 
to  meet  the  protests  of  Portland  jobbers,  who,  being  108  miles  nearer 
than  Boston  to  Maine  Central  points,  regard  the  latter  as  their 
natural  jobbing  territory.  At  the  hearing  Portland  jobbers  asked 
that  they  be  placed  on  a  "  basis  relatively  the  same  as  Boston  "  and 
are  not  concerned  whether  this  be  accomplished  by  increasing  the 
Boston  rates  or  by  reducing  the  Portland  rates.  Their  business  is 
said  to  be  highly  competitive  and  the  profits  small.  Respondents 
testified  that  the  bulk  of  the  traffic  to  Maine  Central  points  origi- 
nates outside  of  New  England,  the  Boston  shipments  amounting  to 
but  10  or  12  per  cent  of  the  total.  The  shipments  are  in  small  lots 
and  under  the  circumstances  the  position  of  respondents  is  that 
there  is  no  need  for  commodity  rates.  Representatives  of  four  Bos- 
ton concerns  testified  at  the  hearing  that  their  combined  annual 
shipments  into  this  territory  were  between  2,200  and  2,500  tons. 

The  principal  complaint  of  the  Boston  jobber  is  that  while  his 
rates  are  being  increased  to  the  class  basis  similar  action  is  not  be- 
ing taken  with  respect  to  rates  from  points  with  which  he  competes, 
particularly  Hartford  and  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  and  Providence,  B.  I. 
Bates  from  these  three  points  to  Maine  Central  destinations  are  con- 
curred in  by  respondents  and  are  at  the  present  time  generally  lower 
than  the  Boston  rates.  If  the  proposed  rates  are  made  effective 
-without  like  change  in  the  rates  from  competing  points  this  dis- 
parity will  be  widened,  although  the  distance  in  practically  every 
instance  is  in  favor  of  Boston.  In  the  foUowing  table  are  shown 
the  rates,  present  and  proposed,  from  Boston  to  four  representative 
destinations  on  the  Maine  Central,  also  rates  to  the  same  destina- 
tions from  Bridgeport,  Providence,  and  Hartford: 
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From  the  above  table  it  will  be  seen  that  the  proposed  rates  ex- 
ceed those  in  effect  from  Providence,  Hartford,  and  Bridgeport. 
The  rates  from  these  latter  points  are  unrestricted  as  to  routing,  and 
traffic  may,  and  probably  does,  move  through  Boston  to  many  des- 
tinations. The  proposed  adjustment  vrould,  therefore,  result  in 
numerous  fourth  section  violations.  It  is  also  to  be  noted  that  the 
present  adjustment  likewise  is  apparently  violative  of  the  fourth 
section  of  the  act.  For  example,  the  rate  from  Providence  to  Dama- 
riscotta  Mills  and  Bockland  is  31  cents,  while  the  present  rat«  from 
Boston  to  these  points  is  38  cents.  This  situation  should  be  promptly 
corrected. 

Kespondents,  while  admitting  that  there  is  discrimination  in  the 
situation  which  should  be  corrected  by  canceling  the  commodity 
rates  from  the  competing  points,  make  light  of  the  competition  of 
the  cities  named  and  show  that  for  a  three  months'  period  in  1920 
die  total  iess-than-carload  tonnage  of  iron  and  steel  castings,  nails, 
and  rods  received  at  Augusta,  Bangor,  Bath,  and  Rockland,  Me., 
was,  from  Boston,  70,000  pounds;  Providence,  10,000;  Bridgeport, 
15,000 ;  and  Hartford,  500.  The  Portland  tonnage  is  said  to  be  "  a 
good  deal  less  than  from  Boston."  Two  Portland  jobbers  testified 
that  their  principal  competition  was  with  Boston  and  not  with  the 
three  other  cities  named.  In  some  cases  the  proposed  rates  from 
Boston  are  as  high  as  those  applicable  from  Philadelphia,  316  miles 
more  distant,  and  higher  than  the  Mew  York  rates.  The  class  rat« 
from  Pittsburgh  to  Boston  and  Portland  is  48.5  cents,  the  distances 
being  679  and  774  miles  respectively.  The  present  rate  from  Bos- 
ton to  Vanceboro,  Me.,  a  distance  of  359  miles,  is  45  cents  and  the 
proposed  rate  55.5  cents.  The  rate  from  Pittsburgh  to  Brunswick, 
Me.,  802  miles,  is  58  cents ;  the  proposed  rate  from  Boston  to  Bruns- 
wick, 136  miles,  is  40.5  cents. 

We  find  that  respondents  have  not  justified  the  proposed  schedules. 
This  finding  is  without  prejudice  to  any  more  comprehensive  adjust- 
ment which  may  be  proposed.  An  order  will  be  entered  requiring 
the  cancellation  of  the  suspended  schedules  and  discontinuing  this 
proceeding. 
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Investigation  and  SusPENaiow  Docket  No.  1365. 

ROUTING   ON   COAL  FROM   WESTERN   MARYLAND 

RAILWAY  MINES  TO  EASTERN  DESTINATIONa 


Biibmitted  November  16,  19SI.    Decided  January  16, 19tt. 


Proposed  acheditles  b;  wblch  the  application  of  throngh  rates  on  coal  fmm  cet- 
taln  mines  on  the  Western  Mnryland  Railway  In  connectloa  with  the  Balti- 
more ft  Ohio  Railroad  to  easteru  destinations  would  be  restricted  to  the 
ront«  via  Cumberland,  Md.,  found  not  JusUSed. 

Charles  S.  Webber  for  respondent. 

George  P.  Bagby  and  Jameit  T.  Carter  for  protestant. 
Kepodt  of  the  Commission. 
Division  2,  Commissionebs  Danixu,  Esch,  and  Camfbxix. 
Bt  DiviBioN  2 : 

B;  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  on  July  22,  26,  27,  and  28 
and  August  4,  1921,  respectively,  the  application  of  joint  rates  on 
coal  from  certain  mines  on  the  Western  Maryland  in  connection  with 
the  Baltimore  &  Ohio,  hereinafter  caUed  respondent,  to  eastern  des- 
tinations ia  proposed  to  be  restricted  to  the  route  via  Cumberland, 
Md.,  leaving  in  effect  via  Cherry  Run,  W.  Va.,' combinations  which 
are  higher  than  the  present  joint  rates  applicable  over  that  route. 
The  schedules  were  filed  by  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  for  account  of  itself 
and  the  Western  Maryland,  but  the  latter  is  unwilling  to  join  in  the 
proposed  restriction  and  a  protest  was  filed  on  its  behalf.  The  opera- 
tion pf  the  schedules  was  suspended  until  December  19,  1921,  and 
their  effective  date  has  subsequently  been  voluntarily  postponed  by 
respcHident  until  February  19,  1922. 

The  points  of  origin  are  located  on  protestant's  Cumberland-Con- 
nellsville  division,  hereinafter  called  its  new  line,  and  three  of  its 
branches,  namely,  the  Fairmont-Helen's  Run  and  Fairmont-Binga- 
mon,  serving  the  Fairmont  coal  fields  of  West  Virginia,  and  the 
Somerset  Coal,  serving  the  Somerset  region  of  Pennsylvania,  which 
branches  are  connected  with  the  new  lice  by  means  of  traokag* 
rights  over  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio.  The  coal  originating  on  the  new 
line  annually  amounts  to  about  200,000  tons,  and  on  the  branches  to 
about  1,150,000  tons.  The  traffic,  hereinafter  called  new-line  coal, 
moves  to  eastern  destinations  (Hi  protestant's  own  lines,  including 
Baltimore,  and  to  destinations  on  the  Philadelphia  A  Reading,  Cen- 
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tral  Railroad  of  New  Jersey,  Lehigh  Valley,  Baltimore  &  Ohio,  and 
connecting  lines.  New-line  coal  for  Baltimore  &  Ohio  delivery  con- 
sists of  from  4  to  10  cars  per  day,  and  it  is  not  anticipated  that  it 
will  exceed  20  cars  per  day.  The  new  line  was  placed  in  operation 
in  1912,  and  the  branches  shortly  prior  to  federal  control.  New-line 
coal  commenced  to  move  in  substantial  volume  in  January,  1918, 
and  through  rates  applicable  thereto  were  established  by  tariffs 
effective  September  23,  1918.  These  tariffs  are  still  in  effect.  No 
divisions  or  specifib  routing  were  provided  in  connection  with  the 
rates  named  therein,  as  the  lines  concerned  were  all  under  federal 
control.  Cherry  Bun  is  about  65  miles  nearer  the  points  of  destina- 
tion than  Cumberland. 

Respondent  contends  that  Cumberland  is  its  established  point  of 
interchange  for  coal  originating  on  protestant's  Elkins-Cumberland 
division,  being  the  only  point  via  which  divisions  are  in  effect  on 
that  traffic;  that  throughout  the  period  of  federal  control  new-line 
coal  moved  via  Cumberland,  and  that  during  March,  April,  and 
May,  1921,  an  average  of  only  two  cars  of  new-line  coal  per  day 
moved  via  Cherry  Bun  as  compared  with  an  average  of  five  or  six 
cars  of  Elkins  divisicn  coal  via  Cumberland ;  and  It  urges  that  it  is 
desirable  that  all  this  traffic  move  to  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  via  the 
same  gateway. 

Prior  to  the  establishment  of  the  through  rates  on  new-line  coal 
the  lowest  combinations  were  in  effect  via  Cumberland.  Protestant 
asserts  that  during  federal  control  there  was  no  question  of  preserv- 
ing the  rights  of  the  originating  carrier ;  that,  moreover,  the  new  line 
and  branches  were  operated  by  the  Director  General  as  a  part  of  the 
Baltimore  &  Ohio  system,  and  that  since  federal  control  new-line 
coal  has  been  interchanged  for  the  most  part  at  Cherry  Bun. 

Respondent  states  that  it  has  a  fully  equipped  yard  and  complete 
personnel  at  Cumberland  and  that  its  service  is  organized  with  a 
view  to  receiving  coal  shipments  at  that  point.  It  has  no  classifica- 
tion facilities  at  Cherry  Run,  and  contends  that  the  Cherry  Run 
yard  was  built  solely  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  delivery  of  east- 
bound  traffic  to  the  Western  Maryland.  From  Cherry  Bun  re- 
spondent has  a  double  track  leading  to  Brunswick  and  Baltimore, 
Md.,  and  a  line  on  a  lower  grade  leading  to  Cumbo,  W.  Va.,  where 
it  connects  with  the  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad.  The  Cherry  Run 
yard  is  on  the  north  of  respondent's  tracks  and  ia  connected  with 
respondent's  main-line  tracks  only  by  a  crossover  at  the  west  end 
of  the  yard.  Respondent  states  that  it  operates  solid  trains  from 
Keyser,  W.  Va.,  and  Cumberland  to  Cherry  Run,  Cumbo,  and  Bruns- 
wick, and  a  way  train  from  Cherry  Run  to  Brunswick;  that  the 
engines  bringing  in  the  Cherry  Bun  trains  move  light  to  Cnndm; 
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that  tbe  engme  brioging  in  the  Brunswick  train  could  handle  the 
traffic  here  considered  only  by  leaving  its  train  on  the  eastbound  main 
line,  moving  over  the  crossover,  thence  over  the  low-grade  line  to 
tbe  east  end  of  tbe  yard,  coupling  onto  the  cars  and  moving  back 
over  the  low-grade  line  and  the  crossover  and  again  coupling  onto 
its  train;  that  it  would  be  impracticable  for  the  engine  bringing  in 
the  Cumbo  train  or  moving  light  to  Cumbo  to  handle  the  traffic, 
for  in  the  former  case  the  train  would  block  the  low-grade  line  and 
also  the  eastbound  and  westbound  main-line  tracks,  if  the  train 
exceeded  67  cars  in  length,  and  in  either  case  the  movement  of  the 
traffic  through  Cumbo  would  be  very  expensive;  and  that  while  a 
few  loads  of  local  freight  are  picked  up  at  Cherry  Run  by  the  way 
train  for  delivery  between  Cherry  Kun  and  Brunswick,  a  similar 
handling  of  new'line  coal  would  be  uneconomical.  It  further  states 
that  it  has  about  87  trains  moving  through  Cherry  Bun  daily,  or 
an  average  of  one  every  16.6  minutes,  the  greatest  traffic  density  on 
its  entire  system ;  that  Cherry  Run  marks  the  beginning  of  a  heavy 
grade  on  its  line  for  eastbound  traflie;  that  up  until  about  eight 
months  prior  to  the  hearing  it  filled  out  the  tonnage  of  its  easU 
bound  trains  with  Western  Maryland  business  which  was  set  off  at 
Cherry  Bun,  but  a  check  dnring  October,  1920,  showed  that  thia 
caused  an  average  of  45  hours  delay  per  day  to  through  trains,  and 
that  this  head-end  service  is  now  confined  to  perishable  shipments 
and  other  quick-dispatch  freight  and  occasionally  other  shipments 
where  on  any  particular  date  there  are  not  sufficient  cars  to  make  up 
a  train.  On  account  of  the  operating  conditions  set  forth  above  it 
feels  that  the  acceptance  of  coal  from  tbe  Western  Maryland  at 
Cherry  Bun  seriously  interferes  with  its  operations,  and  accordingly 
on  Jane  2,  1921,  it  issued  an  embargo  and  now  seeks  to  close  that 
gateway  permanently  to  such  traffic  by  means  of  tariff  publication. 

Protestant  denies  that  Cumberland  is  an  efficient  point  of  inter- 
change. It  points  out  that  new-line  coal  for  interchange  with  re- 
spondent at  Cumberland  must  move  to  protestant's  Knobmount 
yard,  a  distance  of  2.5  miles  from  tiie  interchange,  and  return,  which 
movement  is  mostly  over  protestant's  main  line;  that  the  interchange 
track  at  Cumberland  has  a  capacity  of  only  22  cars,  is  located  on 
a  sharp  curve,  and  passes  over  a  light-capacity  bridge  at  Wineow 
street;  that  the  track  of  the  Western  Maryland,  approaching  the  in< 
terchange,  also  passes  over  light-capacity  bridges  over  the  Potomac 
Biver  and  the  Chesapeake  A  Ohio  Canal;  that  the  Western  Maryland 
track  leading  to  tiie  interchange  and  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  track  lead- 
ing from  the  interchange  are  both  on  a  heavy  eastbound  grade ;  that 
if  more  than  22  cars  are  placed  at  the  interchange  the  track  to  the 
Western  Maryland  warehouse  is  blocked ;  tliat  the  placing  of  12  or 
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more  cars  on  the  tracks  at  the  interchange  results  in  the  blocking  of 
the  Western  Maryland's  main  tracks;  and  that  the  strengthening  of 
the  bridges  and  the  elimination  of  the  curve  at  the  interchange  would 
alone  require  an  expenditure  of  about  $200,000.  It  cites  instances  of 
delay  to  traffic  moving  through  Cumberland  averaging  about  40 
hours  in  periods  of  heavy  business  and  ranging  from  14.5  to  19 
hours,  excluding  Sundays  and  holidays,  in  periods  of  light  business. 
A  representative  of  its  car-service  department  testified  that  that  de> 
partment  has  had  more  inquiries,  tracers,  and  dissatisfaction  cm  Uia 
part  of  the  public  on  account  of  delays  in  interchanging  cars  wiUi 
respondent  at  Cumberland  than  on  any  ot^er  account.  In  1918  ui 
operating  official  of  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  system  went  so  far  as  to 
suggest  that  Cumberland  be  abandoned  as  a  general  point  of  int«r- 
change.  Bespondent  admits  that  the  facilities  at  Cumberland  are 
antiquated.  It  points  out,  however,  that  these  conditions  were  known 
by  protestant  at  the  time  it  constructed  its  Knobmount  yard  and 
contends  that  with  proper  cooperation  much  of  the  delay  at  Comber- 
land  could  be  avoided. 

Protestant  refers  to  an  agreement  of  December  23,  1889,  und«r 
which  the  Cherry  Run  yard  was  constructed,  by  which  the  two  c»r- 
riers  bound  themselves  to  "  freely  interchange  business  with  each 
other  "  at  Cherry  Bun.  Each  carrier  further  agreed  to — 
provide,  or  have  provided,  Its  due  proportion  of  the  facilities  necessary  for 
the  interchange  of  business  at  the  proposed  point  of  Junction,  and  should  either 
party  find  it  necessary  or  desirable  to  have  established  any  facilities  or  ac- 
conimodations  contiguous  to  the  tracks  of  the  other  at  such  points,  which 
may  not  be  intended  for  Joint  use,  there  shall  be  proper  co-operation  upon  the 
part  of  tbe  other  party  to  enable  It  to  do  so,  provided  all  such  Independent 
faculties  of  either  party  shall  be  provided  by  It  without  coat  to  the  other, 
and,  provided  furtlier,  that  the  facilities  authorized  by  this  provision  shall  be 
only  such  reasonable  facilities  as  may  be  neceHsary  to  acconunodate  the  bnat- 
ness  of  the  Company  provldlns  them. 

Protestant  maintains  a  yard  engine  at  Cherry  Run  and  expresses 
a  willingness  to  place  cars,  without  charge,  on  such  interchange 
track  at  that  point  as  respondent  may  desire,  and  where  necessary 
to  perform  classification  service.  It  suggests  that  new-lioe  coal 
might  be  moved  to  Cumbo  or  Brunswick  where  it  could  be  readily 
classified,  as  respondent  has  extensive  yards  at  both  points.  It  points 
out  that  respondent  picks  up  daily  at  Cherry  Bun  an  average  of  four 
cars  of  miscellaneous  freight,  including  hard  coal,  and  shows  by 
an  actual  check  that  respondent  still  operates  a  head-end  service  into 
Cherry  Bun.  In  other  words,  respondent  is  now,  as  it  has  done  in 
the  past  and  as  every  railroad  must  do  in  order  to  serve  the  public 
and  handle  the  freight  from  its  connections,  accommodating  its 
methods  of  operation  to  the  business  needing  to  be  moved.    The 
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heavy  grade  at  Cherry  Run  affords  no  insuperable  obstacle  to  the 
receiving  of  new-line  coal  at  that  point,  as  in  any  event  it  would 
be  offset  by  the  preponderance  of  cai-s  set  off  over  those  picked  up. 
Protestant  suggests  that  if  the  traffic  assumed  large  proportions  the 
respondent  might,  in  line  with  the  above  agreement,  construct  a  cross- 
over at  the  east  end  of  Cherry  Run  yard  at  a  cost  of  only  about 
$3,500;  that  by  the  construction  of  a  wye  at  a  cost  of  about  $13,500, 
respondent  would  be  enabled  to  turn  its  engines  and  dispatch  its 
trains  in  either  direction  over  any  other  track  in  the  Cherry  Run  yard; 
that  this  wye  would  also  enable  respondent  to  turn  engines  which 
move  the  solid  trains  to  Cherry  Run  and,  if  desired,  to  operate 
a  turn-around  service  between  Cherry  Run  and  Brunswick  similar 
to  that  operated  by  protestant  between  Cherry  Run  and  Hagerstown. 

It  is  further  stated  by  protestant  that  the  car-service  division  of 
the  American  Railway  Association  held  that  the  operating  condi- 
tions at  Cherry  Run  did  not  justify  the  closing  of  that  gateway  by 
means  of  an  embargo,  and  that  the  embargo  was  subsequently  re- 
moved pursuant  to  a  temporary  arrangement  between  the  two  car- 
riers whereby  the  coal  already  at  Cherry  Run  was  to  be  accepted  by 
respondent,  but  new-line  coal  thereafter  moving  until  the  determina- 
tion of  this  case  was  to  be  interchanged  at  Cumberland,  with  the 
imderatanding  that  the  diviraons  of  the  joint  rates  should  abide  the 
result  of  this  case. 

Respondent  directs  attention  to  the  fact  that  no  shipper  appeared 
in  opposition  to  the  cancellation  of  the  route  via  Cherry  Run,  and 
that  even  if  the  proposed  schedules  became  effective  the  joint  rates 
established  by  the  Director  General  would  continue  to  apply  via 
Cumberland,  and  contends  that  the  latter  route  is  therefore  not  shown 
to  be  necessary  or  desirable  in  the  public  interest  within  the  meaning 
of  section  18  of  the  act,  citing  Marble  Sates  from  Vermont  Pointa, 
29  I.  C.  C,  607,  The  Ogden  Gateway  Case,  35  I.  C.  C,  131,  Ocean. 
and-RaU  Bates  to  Charlotte,  N.  C,  38  I.  C.  C,  405,  and  West  Coast 
Lufnber  Mfra.  Asso.  v.  S.,  P.  t6  S.  Ry.  Co.,  46  I.  C.  C,  230,  to  show 
that  under  such  circumstances  we  have  no  authority  to  require  the 
continuance  of  the  route  via  Cherry  Run.  In  the  first  case  cited 
the  route  was  canceled  in  order  that  the  originating  carrier  might 
conserve  the  long  haul,  and  we  found  that  the  cancellation  was  justi- 
fied, as  it  did  not  appear  that  the  public  interest  was  in  anywise 
jeopardized  thereby.  In  The  Ogden  Gatetcay  Case  we  permitted  the 
Union  Pacific  to  cancel  its  joint  fares  in  connection  with  the  Denver 
A  Bio  Grande,  as  it  appeared  that  the  former  had  a  very  much 
ahorter  route  over  its  own  rails  between  the  points  of  origin  and 
dratination.  In  that  case  we  laid  down  the  principle  that  we  hare 
no  power  to  prevent  the  cancellation  of  a  through  route  if  we  could 
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Dot  have  required  the  establishment  of  the  route  as  an  ori^^al 
proposition.  In  Ocean-andSail  Ratet  to  Charlotte^  N.  C,  all  of 
the  participating  carriers  desired  the  discontinuance  of  the  route 
proposed  to  be  canceled,  and  as  no  shipper  or  community  dire.'-tly 
interested  requested  its  maintenance  we  held,  under  the  principle 
announced  in  The  Ogden  Gateway  Catty  that  the  cancellation  should 
be  allowed  to  stand.  In  West  Coast  LuTnber  Mfrs.  Atso.  v.  S.,  P.  tfi 
8,  Ry.  Co.  defendant,  the  originating  carrier,  canceled  its  joint  rates 
in  connection  with  the  Union  Pacific.  It  appeared  that  there  were 
available  practicable  through  routes  which  embraced  the  entire 
length  of  defendant's  line.  There  was  no  showing  that  the  public 
interest  would  suffer  from  the  cancellatjou  of  the  Union  Pacific 
route,  and,  again  applying  the  principle  announced  in  The  Ogden 
Gateway  Case,  we  held  that  such  cancellation  was  justified.  In  the 
instant  proceeding  the  proposed  restriction  in  routing  would  operate 
to  deprive  the  originating  carrier  of  its  long  haul,  and  the  schedules 
were  filed  against  its  express  wishes.  It  is  well  settled  that  if  a  ear- 
ner has  traffic  in  its  possession  it  should  be  allowed  to  handle  it  by 
its  own  line  as  far  as  it  can  unless  the  public  interest  would  suffer 
thereby. 

We  find  that  respondent  has  not  justified  the  suspended  schedules. 
An  order  will  be  entered  requiring  their  cancellation  and  disocm- 
tinuing  this  proceeding. 
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No.  X1746. 
GATNOR  LUMBER  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ET  AL. 


PORTIONS  OF  FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  NQ.  349. 


Bvbmitted  March  9,  19X1.    Decided  January  11,  I9tx. 


1.  Rates  on  Inmber,  In  carloads,  from  Weed  and  Westwood,  Calif.,  and  Klanifltb 

Falls,  Oreg.,  to  Jasper,  Harsball,  Wayerly,  Lttcbfleld,  and  Pipestone, 
Minn.,  and  Oarretson,  S.  Dak.,  found  unreasOBsble.    Reparation  awarded. 

2.  Fonrth  section  relief  denied. 

P.  R.  Wiffton  and  J.  P.  Sajftiea  for  complainant. 

R.  J,  Hagman  and  F.  O.  Dorety  for  defendants. 
Repobt  of  the  CoVMieSIOK. 
DmsiON  3,  CoHHisaioNEBS  Hall,  Eastkan,  and  Cahfbeu.. 
Hau.,  Commitaioner: 

Ezoeptions  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner^  and  the  case  was  orally  argued.  We  have  reached  con- 
clusions differing  from  those  suggested  by  him. 

Complainant  is  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  wholesale  lumber 
business  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa.  By  complaint  filed  August  28,  1920, 
it  alleges  that  the  rates  charged  on  lumber,  in  carloads,  shipped 
from  Weed  and  Westwood,  Calif.,  and  Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.,  to 
Alrord,  Iowa;  Jasper,  Marshall,  Waverly,  Litchfield,  Pipestone,  and 
Sauk  Center,  Minn.;  and  Garretson,  S.  Dak.,  between  November  8, 
1918,  and  December  12,  1919,  were,  and  that  the  present  rates  are, 
unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  unduly  prejudicial,  and  in  vio- 
lation of  the  long-and^ort-haul  provision  of  the  fourth  section  of 
the  act  to  regulate  commsroe.  At  the  hearing  the  shipments  to  Sauk 
Center  were  eliminated.  We  are  asked  to  award  reparation  and  to 
establish  reasonable  rates  for  the  future.  Rates  will  be  stated  in 
cents  per  100  pounds  and  are  those  in  effect  when  the  shipments 
moved. 

Rat«a  on  lumber  from  California  and  Oregon  apply  from  grouped 
points  of  origin.  Weed  and  Klamath  Falls  are  in  the  coast  group. 
Westwood  is  in  the  Truckee  group  on  traffic  moving  via  Ogden,  Utah, 
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and  in  the  coast  group  on  traffic  moviiig  via  El  Paso,  Tex.  The  rat«s 
hereinafter  referred  to  will  be  those  from  the  coast  group  and  are 
3  cents  higher  than  from  the  Truckee  group.  The  destinations  to 
which  the  rates  apply  are  a!so  grouped.  The  latter  are  desig^nated 
by  the  letters  A  to  J,  inclusive.  Generally  speaking,  groups  H,  G, 
and  F,  which  take  a  rate  of  55  cents,  extend  easterly  from  the 
Colorado-Nebraska  line  to  and  including  points  on  the  Missouri 
Eiver,  and  southerly  from  the  South  Dakota-Nebraska  line  to  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico.  Group  F,  the  most  easterly  of  these  three  groups, 
extends  north  of  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  St,  Paul  and  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  twin  cities,  and  to  Duluth, 
Minn.  It  also  includes  points  intermediate  between  the  twin  cities 
and  Duluth  and  points  on  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  & 
Omaha  intermediate  between  Sioux  City  and  the  twin  cities.  It 
does  not  extend  to  points  on  the  Great  Northern  intermediate  be- 
tween Sioux  City  and  the  twin  cities,  except  to  Merrill,  Iowa,  18 
miles  north  of  Sioux  City,  and  intermediate  points.  The  points 
intermediate  between  Merrill  and  the  twin  cities  include  the  destina- 
tions here  considered.  Group  E  takes  a  rate  of  60  cents  and  extends 
easterly  from  group  F  to  and  including  points  on  the  Mississippi 
Biver,  and  north  thereof  to  points  in  western  Wisconsin.  It  includes 
points  on  the  Great  Northern  in  Iowa  north  of  Merrill.  The  group-D 
rate  is  65  cents.  Generally  speaking,  it  applies  to  points  east  of 
group  VI  and  west  of  Lake  Michigan  and  the  Indiana-Illinois  line. 

In  the  tariff  publishing  the  group  rates  the  destinations  are 
listed  separately  by  states.  The  intermediate  clause,  when  pub- 
lished, follows  the  list  of  destinations  in  a  particular  state.  The 
effect  is  to  limit  the  application  of  that  clause  to  points  intermediate 
between  two  points  which  are  in  the  same  state  and  named  in  the 
tariff.  Its  publication  in  this  manner  was  intentional.  The  destina- 
tions here  considered,  except  Alvord,  were  not  named  in  the  tariff 
and  are  not  intermediate  between  two  named  points  in  the  game  state. 
They  are  intermediate  between  Merrill,  Iowa,  and  the  twin  cities, 
which  were  named  as  taking  group-F  rates. 

The  shipments  moved  over  lines  under  federal  control.  That  to 
Pipestone  was  from  the  Truckee  group  and  all  others  from  the  coast 
group.  Charges  are  said  to  have  been  collected  at  a  combination 
rate  of  65  cents  on  the  former  and  at  combinations  ranging  from 
60  to  75  cents  on  the  others.  The  groap-E  rate  was  applicable  to 
Alvord.  The  combinations  applicable  to  the  other  destinations  were 
composed  of  gronp-F  rates  to  Merrill  or  Minneapolis  or  the  group- 
E  rate  to  Lester,  Iow»,  and  local  specific  or  distance  lumber  rates 
beyond.  It  appears  that  some  of  the  shipments  were  undercharged 
and  others  overcharged. 
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Complainant  compares  the  rates  assniled  with  the  group-F  late 
for  greater  distances  to  the  twin  cities  and  Duluth,  and  points  inter- 
mediate, and  contends  that  the  destination  here  considered,  being 
<Hi  the  main  line  of  the  Great  Northern  from  Sioux  City  to  the  twin 
cities,  are  likewise  entitled  to  that  rate.  Comparison  is  also  made 
with  the  group'E  and  group-D  rates,  and  with  the  rates  on  other 
commodities  and  on  classes  from  the  coast  group  to  this  destination 
territory.  The  application  of  the  latter  rates  to  intermediate  points 
is  not  restricted  but  the  grouping  is  somewhat  different  from  that 
under  the  lumber  ratee.  The  destinations  hwe  considered  generally 
take  group-E  rates  on  other  commodities  and  <hi  the  classes  from 
south  Pacific  coast  pointa 

Gates  on  lumber  from  California  to  this  territory  are  made  with 
relation  to  the  group  rates  from  the  north  Pacific  coast  and  the  inland 
empire  which  are  free  from  intermediate  restrictions.  The  north 
coast  group  rate  to  the  twin  cities  is  50  cents  and  applies  as  far  west  as 
the  Minnesota- Dakota  line  and  as  far  south  as  Garretson  6n  the  line 
of  the  Great  Northern  extending  to  Sioux  City. 

Complainant  contends  that  unlawful  discrimination  against  the 
destinations  named  in  the  complaint  resulted  from  the  application  of 
group-F  rates  to  the  twin  cities  and  Duluth,  and  points  interme- 
diate. Defendant  Great  Northern  insists  that  it  participated  in 
the  tariff  only  because  of  its  general  policy  to  maintain  rates  to  the 
twin  cities  and  Duluth  on  the  same  basis  as  those  of  other  lines;  that 
it  has  no  divisional  arrangements  on  such  traffic;  that  in  serving  the 
destinations  named  in  the  complaint  it  has  no  competition  and  is  not 
required  to  establish  the  lower  rates  to  retain  the  business ;  that  the 
rates  to  the  twin  cities  and  Duluth  are  merely  paper  rates ;  and  that 
it  does  not  desire  to  participate  in  the  traffic  because  it  has  its  own 
line  from  the  north  Pacific  coast  to  this  territory. 

In  Lumber  Rates  from  Pacify  Coaat,  63  I.  C.  C,  125,  decided  since 
this  case  was  submitted,  we  found  that  the  proposed  withdrawal 
of  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  and  the  Great  North- 
ern from  participation  in  joint  rates  on  lumber,  in  carloads,  from 
points  in  California  and  Oregon  to  points  in  Minnesota,  including 
the  twin  cities  and  Duluth,  and  in  other  adjacent  states,  was  not  justi- 
fied, because  such  withdrawal  would  result  in  the  application  of  higher 
combination  rates  which  would  be  relatively  unreasonable ;  and  de- 
nied relief  under  the  fourth  section  as  to  intermediate  points.  Effec- 
tive December  1,  1921,  the  carriers  established  group-F  rates  to  the 
destinations  here  considered,  except  possibly  Garretson  which  should 
be  listed  with  the  South  Dakota  destinations  if  the  tariff  is  to  clearly 
show  that  the  group-F  rate  applies  thereto. 

In  Transcontinental  Rates  from  Group  F,  28  T.  C.  C,  1,  we  found 
with  respect  to  class  rates  to  and  from  the  south  Pacific  coast  ter-  ■  ^ 
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minals  that  the  carriers  had  justiBed  their  proposal  to  exclade  the 
twin  cities  and  Duluth  from  group  F,  which  then  extended  from 
Kansas  City  to  Duluth,  and  to  apply  the  Mississippi  River,  or 
group-E,  rates  to  the  twin  cities,  and  the  Chicago,  or  group-D,  rates 
to  Duluth.    We  there  said: 

We  know  do  reeMn  wta;  Duluth  should  have  better  rates  than  Chicago  to 
and  from  the  territory  In  questioD,  or  why  the  twin  dues  should  have  better 
rates  than  the  upper  Mississippi  River  crosslngo. 

With  this  case  there  were  assigned  for  hearing  those  portions  of 
fourth  section  application  No.  349,  filed  by  R.  H.  Countiss,  agent, 
by  which  the  carriers  named  as  parties  thereto  ask  authority  to 
continue  to  charge  rates  for  the  transportation  of  lumber,  in  car- 
loads, from  points  of  origin  on  the  line  of  the  Southern  Pacific  in 
California  and  Oregon  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  St.  Paul  and  Duluth. 
Minn.,  and  Superior,  Wis.,  lower  than  the  rates  maintained  on  like 
traffic  to  Alvord,  Iowa,  Jasper,  Minn.,  and  other  intermediate  points. 
No  evidence  in  support  thereof  was  introduced  other  than  that  above 
summarized. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed,  except  those  applicable  on  ship- 
ments to  Sauk  Center  and  Alvord,  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  the  group-E  rates  of  57  cents  from  the  Truckee 
group  and  60  cents  from  the  coast  group;  that  complainant  made 
the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon; 
that  it  has  been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between 
the  charges  paid  and  those  that  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates 
heroin  found  reasonable;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with 
interest.  Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of 
Practice.  Any  overcharges  on  shipments  to  Alvord  should  be  re- 
funded promptly,  with  interest. 

The  portions  of  the  fourth  section  application  here  considered 
will  be  denied.  No  other  order  for  the  future  is  necessary.  Defend- 
ants will  be  expected,  however,  to  correct  their  tariff  by  listing  Gar- 
retson  with  the  South  Dakota  destinations  taking  group  rates. 
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No.  11286. 
COSDEN  &  COMPANY  ET  AL. 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  MIDLAND  VALLEY 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BMbmittei  April  i3,  IStt.    Decided  December  10, 1911. 


Bates  on  petroleam  products  aod  other  commodities,  In  carloads  and  less  tbMa 
carloftdB,  between  Shamrock,  OUa.,  and  certain  other  points  In  Oklahoma, 
during  federal  control,  found  nnreaaouable.    Beparation  awarded. 

Clifford  Thome  and  W.  B.  Scott  for  complainants. 

M.  G.  Roberta  for  defendants. 

Report  of  this  Commibbion. 
Division  3,  Cohmissionbrs  HaUj,  Eastuan,  and  Camfbelu 
Bt  Division  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  ezaminer. 

Complainants  are  Cosden  &  Company  and  a  subsidiary,  the  Cosden 
Oil  &  Gas  Company,  corporations  producing  and  reSning  petroleum, 
with  offices  at  Tulsa,  Okla.  By  complaint  filed  February  28, 1920,  aa 
amended,  they  allege  that  the  rates  charged  by  defendants  for  the 
intrastate  transportation  of  numerous  carload  and  less-than-carload 
shipments  of  petroleum  products  and  other  commodities  between 
Shamrock  and  other  points  in  Oklahoma  during  the  period  from 
January  1,  1918,  to  November  29,  1919,  were  illegal  and  unreason- 
able. The  prayer  is  for  reparation.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents 
per  100  pounds. 

Shamrock  is  the  northern  terminus  of  the  Sapulpa  &  Oil  Field, 
hereinafter  called  the  Oil  Field,  which  was  originally  independently 
owned  and  operated.  It  is  about  9  miles  in  length,  and  connects 
with  the  St.  Louis-San  Francisco,  hereinafter  called  the  Frisco,  at 
Depew,  Okla.,  about  43  miles  southwest  of  Tulsa. 

Most  of  the  shipments  upon  which  reparation  is  claimed  con- 
sisted of  gasoline,  naphtha,  lubricating  oil,  and  other  petroleum 
distillates,  in  carloads,  which  moved  between  Shamrock  and  Tulsa 
over  the  Oil  Field  and  Frisco.  Other  carload  shipments  consisted 
of  drilling  machinery  from  Haskell  and  gas  engines  from  Leonard 
which  moved  to  Shamrock  over  the  Midland  Valley,  Frisco,  and 
Oil  Field ;  crushed  stone  from  Garnett  to  Shamrock  over  the  Frisco 
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and  .Oil  Field;  oil-well  supplies  from  Shamrock  to  Tulsa  over  the 
Oil  Field  and  Frisco;  and  iron  pipe  from  Shamrock  to  Quay 
over  the  Oil  Field,  Frisco,  and  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe, 
hereinafter  called  the  Santa  Fe,  and  to  Tulsa,  Bristo-w,  and  Cov- 
ington over  the  Oil  Field  and  Frisco.  The  less-than-carload  ship- 
ments, of  which  there  were  comparatively  few,  consisted  of  mis- 
cellaneous commodities  moving  over  the  Oil  Field  and  Frisco. 

The  rates  charged  were  those  published  in  single-line  distanc« 
scales  applicable  between  points  in  Oklahoma,  plus  arbitraries  for 
hauls  over  two  or  more  lines  not  under  the  same  management  and 
control  and,  at  times,  certain  special  arbitraries  of  the  Oil  Field. 

The  rate  on  gasoline,  naphtha,  lubricating  oil,  and  other  petro- 
leum distillates  between  Shamrock  and  Tulsa  is  illustrative  of  the 
general  situation.  Prior  to  March  25,  1918,  the  rate  was  14.4  cents, 
made  up  of  a  single-line  distance  commodity  rate  of  9.4  cents, 
applicable  to  hauls  of  S2  miles,  plus  a  two-line  arbitrary  of  4  cents 
and  the  Oil  Field  arbitrary  of  1  cent.  On  that  date,  following  a 
decision  of  the  United  States  district  court,  which  held  that  the 
Oklahoma  intrastate  scale  was  confiscatory  and  permanently  en- 
joined its  application,  the  single-line  scale  was  increased  and  the 
9.4-cent  rate  became  10.5  cents,  making  the  rate  between  Shamrock 
and  Tulsa  15.5  cents.  On  June  25, 1918,  pursuant  to  general  order  No. 
28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  the  total  rate  was  increased 
by  25  per  cent  to  19.5  cents.  Effective  August  24,  1918,  the  single- 
line  rate  was  increased  to  15  cents  and  the  Oil  Field  arbitraries 
ivere  canceled,  making  the  total  rate  19  cents,  constructed  by  add- 
ing to  the  single-line  rate  a  4-ccnt  arbitrary  for  a  two-line  move- 
menL  On  November  29,  1919,  the  joint-line  arbitrary  was  canceled, 
and  the  rate  became  15  cents. 

The  Frisco  had  purchased  the  Oil  Field  on  or  about  July  1,  1917, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Corporation  Commission  of  Oklahoma,  and 
during  the  period  covered  by  this  complaint  these  two  roads  were 
under  the  same  management  and  control.  Shortly  after  July  1, 
1917,  upon  application  of  the  Frisco,  the  Oklahoma  commission 
permitted  the  continuation  of  the  then  applicable  rates. 

Complainants  contend  that,  following  the  acquisition  of  the  Oil 
Field  by  the  Frisco,  there  was  no  authority  under  the  published 
tariffs  for  application  of  two-line  arbitraries  on  traffic  interchanged 
between  the  Oil  Field  and  the  Frisco  and  three-line  arbitraries  on 
traffic  handled  jointly  by  those  lines  and  other  carriers  defendant; 
and  that  the  rates  applicable  were  the  single-line  rates  on  traffic 
interchanged  between  the  Oil  Field  and  the  Frisco  and  the  single- 
line  rates  plus  the  two-line  arbitraries  on  traffic  interchanged  between 
those  lines  and  the  other  carriers  defendant. 
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Both  the  Frisco  and  the  Oil  Field  were  named  as  parties  to  the 
applicable  tariffs.  The  tariff  in  effect  prior  to  March  25,  1918,  in 
an  item  governing  the  application  of  the  joint-line  arbitraries,  pro- 
vided that  the  single-line  rates  were  to  be  applied  on  shipments 
moving  over  one  line  of  railroad  or  over  two  or  more  lines  of  rail- 
road either  directly  or  indirectly  under  the  same  management  and 
control  and  published  three  eata  of  arbitraries  to  be  added  to  the 
single-line  distance  rates,  the  first  to  apply  on  shipments  moving 
over  two  lines,  the  second  over  three  lines,  and  the  third  over  four 
or  more  lines  of  railroad  not  under  the  same  management  and  con- 
trol either  directly  or  indirectly.  Neither  the  names  of  carriers  un- 
der the  some  management  and  control  nor  reference  to  other  items 
of  the  tariff  which  contained  them  was  included  in  the  item  naming 
the  arbitraries.  Such  reference  to  items  of  the  tariff  in  which 
appeared  the  names  of  carriers  imder  common  management  and 
pontrol  was  specifically  made  in  the  item  containing  the  single-line 
rates,  and  it  appears  that  the  names  of  two  such  carriers  added  to 
the  tariff  by  supplement  are  the  only  ones  not  so  referred  to.  The 
tariffs  in  effect  on  and  after  March  23,  1918,  published,  as  a  part  of 
the  item  providing  for  the  application  of  the  single-line  distance 
rates,  the  names  of  carriers  that  were  under  the  same  management 
and  control,  and  effective  November  29,  1919,  by  amendment  of  that 
item,  included  the  names  of  the  Oil  Field  and  Frisco. 

Complainants  maintain  that  the  relationship  between  carriers  par- 
ties to  the  tariff  is  a  question  of  fact  to  be  ascertained  from  sources 
outside  the  tariff;  and  that  investigation  having  established  that  the 
carriers  in  question  were  under  the  same  management  and  control 
during  the  period  here  considered,  the  joint-line  arbitraries  on  traffic 
interchanged  between  them  were  not  applicable.  The  tariffs  having 
designated  carriers  which  would  be  considered  as  under  common 
management  and  control,  and  the  Oil  Field  and  Frisco  not  having 
been  ao  designated  during  the  period  covered  by  the  complaint,  we 
find  that  the  joint-line  arbitraries  were  applicable  to  traffic  inter- 
changed between  them  during  that  period. 

Complainants  contend  that,  irrespective  of  the  construction  placed 
upon  the  tariffs,  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  the  contemporaneously  applicable  single-line 
rates  on  traffic  between  points  on  the  Oil  Field  and  Frisco  and  the 
single-line  rates  plus  the  two-tine  arbitraries  on  traffic  handled  jointly 
by  the  Oil  Field  and  Frisco  with  either  of  the  other  two  carriers 
named  as  defendants. 

The  Oil  ^eld  was  built  primarily  to  handle  traffic  created  by  the 
production  of  oil  along  its  line.  Complainants  refer  to  a  number 
of  branch  linw  in  Oklahoma  that  were  built  for  the  same  purpose 
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bat  were  not  allowed  any  srbitrariea  in  addition  to  the  main-line 
pates.  They  refer  in  particular  to  the  branch  of  the  Santa  Fe  between 
Drumright  and  Cushing,  14  miles,  which  originally  was  an  inde- 
pendent line.  Drumright  is  about  5  miles  north  of  Shamrock.  The 
single-line  rates  applied  between  points  on  this  branch  and  points  on 
the  main  line  of  the  Santa  Fe  during  the  period  covered  by  this  com- 
plaint Complainants  contrast  the  rate  of  14.5  cents  in  effect  be- 
tween March  25  and  June  25,  1918,  on  petroleum  products  from 
Drumright  to  Tulsa,  58.5  miles,  over  the  Santa  Fe  to  Jennings  and 
the  Frisco  beyond,  a  two-line  haul,  with  the  rate  of  15.5  cents  chained 
from  Shamrock  to  Tulsa,  52  miles.  The  contemporaneous  class  rates 
between  Shamrock  and  Tulsa  exceeded  those  between  Drumright  and 
Tulsa  in  amounts  ranging  from  5  cents  on  fifth  class  to  10  cents  on 
classes  1,  2,  and  3,  and  these  differences  were  widened  following  the 
25  per  cent  increase  under  general  order  No.  28. 

In  the  following  table,  compiled  from  complainanta*  exhibits, 
comparison  is  made  of  the  rates  applied  between  March  25  and  June 
24, 1918,  from  Shamrock  to  Tulsa  with  contemporaneous  rates  from 
and  to  points  on  certain  branch  lines  of  the  Frisco  in  Oklahoma : 
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Complainants  maintain  that  there  was  no  justification  for  allow- 
ing the  Oil  Field  any  special  arbitraries,  and  in  support  of  this  con- 
tension  compare,  for  the  year  ended  December  31, 1916,  the  net  reve^ 
nues  of  the  Oil  Field  with  those  of  a  number  of  other  carriers  in  the 
same  territory,  including  the  following,  which  received  special  arbi- 
traries : 
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It  is  not  clear  what  is  meant  by  "  net  revenue."  The  net  railway 
operating  incomes  of  the  roads  named  for  that  year  were,  respec- 
tively $68^33,  $189^,  $108,165,  and  $219,982. 
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The  record  shows  that  the  Oil  Field  was  incorporated  Septem- 
ber 25,  1915,  and  tiiat  the  total  amount  invested  in  road  and  equip- 
ment as  of  December  31,  1916,  was  $167,584.23.  The  purchase  price 
paid  b;  the  Frisco  for  the  Oil  Field  was  approximately  $172,000. 
The  net  railway  operating  income  for  1918  was  $115,641.03,  or  about 
67  per  cent  of  Uiat  purchase  price,  and  for  1919,  $104,527.22,  or  about 
60  per  cent  of  that  purchase  price. 

Kxhibita  were  introduced  to  show  that  the  single-line  distance  rates 
applicable  in  Oklahoma  were  reasonable  in  comparison  with  intra- 
state and  interstate  rates  for  equal  distances  between  points  in  the 
same  general  territory  and  in  other  territories.  For  example,  the 
single-line  rates  between  Tulsa  and  Shamrock  for  the  first  five  classes 
from  March  25  to  November  18,  1918,  were  higher  than  those  con- 
temporaneously applicable  for  an  equal  distance  under  the  Shreve- 
port-Tezas,  Memphis-Southwestern  class,  Missouri  River-Nebraska, 
and  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  standard  scales.  From  November  18, 
1918,  to  November  29,  1919,  the  rates  for  those  classes  were  some- 
what less  than  under  the  first  two  scales  mentioned,  the  same  as  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma,  and  higher  than  the  Missouri  River-Nebraska 
and  the  Kansas-^ssouri  scales.  The  single-line  rate  of  15  cents  on 
petroleum  products  in  effect  on  and  after  August  24,  1818,  from 
Shamrock  to  Tulsa,  52  miles,  is  compared  with  contemporaneous 
rates  on  the  same  commodities,  including  rates  of  15.5  cents  from 
Tulsa  to  Cherryvale,  Kans.,  100  miles;  14.5  cents  from  Florence, 
Colo.,  to  Eden,  Colo.,  42  miles;  15  cents  from  St,  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Fa- 
ducoh,  K^.,  177  mites;  13.5  cents  for  a  distance  of  55  miles  between 
stations  in  Louisiana ;  and  13.5  cents  from  Wood  River,  111.,  to  Silica, 
Mo.,  55  miles. 

Defendants'  evidence  is  addressed  principally  to  the  application 
of  the  two-line  J>asis  of  rates  on  traffic  between  points  on  the  Oil 
Field  and  points  on  the  Frisco.  They  stress  particularly  the  fact' 
that  upon  the  acquisition  of  the  Oil  Field  by  the  Frisco  the  Okla- 
homa commission  approved  the  continuation  of  the  basis  of  rates 
originally  authorized  for  application  on  traffic  between  the  two  lines, 
and  that  the  order  granting  that  approval  was  never  modified.  They 
urge  that  the  arbitraries  were  necessary  to  enable  them  to  continue 
the  service  rendered  over  the  Oil  Field  at  the  time  that  road  was  pur- 
chased by  the  Frisco,  and  assert  that  the  service  which  they  originally 
provided  was  reduced  when  the  arbitraries  were  canceled. 

We  find  that  during  the  period  from  March  25,  1918,  to  Novem- 
ber 39,  1919,  the  applicable  rates  on  traffic  interchanged  between  the 
Oil  Field  and  Frisco  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  ex- 
ceeded the  single-line  distance  rates  contemporaneously  applicable 
in  Oklahoma,  and  that  the  applicable  tales  on  traffic  that  moved 
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over  thos6  lines  and  the  lines  of  other  carriers  defendant  were  un- 
reasonable to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the  single-line  rates  plus 
the  two-line  arbitraries;  that  reasonable  rates  for  the  period  from 
January  1  to  March  24,  1918,  would  hare  been  those  above  found 
reasonable  as  of  March  25,  1918 ;  that  complainants  made  the  ship- 
ments described '  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon,  and  were 
damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid 
and  those  that  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reason- 
able; and  that  the;  are  entitled  to  reparation.  Complainants  should 
comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 
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No.  1221S. 

SULLIVAN  LUMBEE  COMPANY 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Submitted  Jutj/  SO,  mi.     Decided  January/  It,  ISit. 


Charges  on  a  carload  of  lumber  from  Timber,  Oreg.,  to  Cochise,  Ariz.,  recon- 
signed  to  Globe,  Ariz.,  found  not  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawfnL 
Complaint  dlemlBsed. 

L.  TF.  0''Rourke  for  complainant, 

Ben,  C,  Dey  for  defendant. 

Rbfobt  of  the  CoHMiasioN. 
DiviBioN  3,  CoHHissioNBBa  Haix,  Eastman,  and  Caupbbll. 
Bt  Division  3: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant  is  8  corporation  engaged  in  the  lumber  business  at 
Portland,  Oreg.  By  complaint  filed  February  7,  1921,  it  alleges 
that  the  charges  collected  by  defendant  on  a  carload  of  lumber  from 
Timber,  Oreg.,  to  Cochise,  Ariz.,  reconsigned  to  Globe,  Ariz.,  were 
unjust,  unreasonable,  and  not  in  accordance  with  the  governing 
tariff.  Reparation  is  sought.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per 
100  pounds. 

Complainant  made  the  shipment  October  20,  1919,  consigned  to 
itself  at  Cochise.  The  following  day  it  presented  the  bill  of  lading 
to  defendant's  agent  at  Portland  with  request  that  the  billing  be 
changed  so  as  to  consign  the  shipment  to  shipper's  order  at  Cochise, 
notify  H.  W.  Hamilton  Company,  which  was  done.  While  the 
shipment  was  en  route  to  Cochise  complainant  made  request  for  di- 
version at  three  different  times,  but  in  no  instance  did  the  defendant 
receive  the  request  in  time  to  accomplish  diversion.  The  shipment 
arrived  at  Cochise  November  12,  1919,  and  was  placed  upon  the 
public  team  track,  the  only  place  of  delivery  for  carload  shipments 
at  that  point.  The  lumber  was  refused  by  the  Hamilton  Company, 
and  on  November  21,  1919,  at  complainant's  request,  the  shipment 
was  forwarded  to  Globe  billed  to  complainant's  order,  notify  Whalley 
Lumber  Company.  Charges  were  assessed  at  local  rates  of  60  cenbs 
from  Timber  to  Cochise  and  60  cents  Cochise  to  Globe.  Demurrage 
and  certain  other  charges  which  are  not  attacked  were  also  assessed. 
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The  applicable  tariff  provided  that  one  diversion  might  be  made 
prior  to  delivery  at  the  through  rate  plus  the  charge  for  reconsign- 
ment.  Complainant  contends  that  inasmuch  as  the  hill  of  lading  was 
not  surrendered  to  defendant  at  Cochise  there  vras  no  delivery  at 
that  point,  and  that  it  vas,  therefore,  entitled  to  divert  the  shipment 
from  Cochise  to  Globe  at  the  through  rate  of  80  cents  in  effect  from 
Timber  to  Globe,  plus  a  reconsigning  charge  of  $5.  The  tariff  aJso 
provided  that  if  a  car  were  placed  for  unloading  at  original  destina- 
tion and  reforwarded  therefrom  without  being  unloaded  it  would  be 
subject  to  the  rates  applicable  to  and  from  the  point  of  reconsign- 
ment,  plus  a  reconsignment  charge  of  $5  per  car,  with  the  exception 
that  in  no  case  would  the  total  charge  be  less  than  the  charges  based 
on  the  through  rate,  plus  the  reconsignment  charge. 

The  fact  that  this  was  an  order-notify  shipment  did  not  preclude 
defendant  from  placing  the  car  on  the  public  team  track  for  unload- 
ing prior  to  the  surrender  of  the  bill  of  lading  in  the  absence  of 
shipper's  instructions  to  the  contrary.  When  the  car  was  thereafter 
forwarded  at  complainant's  request  the  local  nate  from  Cochiae  to 
Globe  was  lawfully  applicable  in  combination  with  the  rate  frran 
Timber  to  Cochise. 

We  find  that  the  charges  assessed  were  not  unreasonable  or  other- 
wise unlawful.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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iNVESTiaATioN  AND  SUSPENSION  DocKer  No.  1403. 
RAIUtOAD  SPACE  RENTAL  CHARGES  ON  COMPRESSED 
AND  UNCOMPRESSED  COTTON  AT  LOUISIANA  PORTS. 


SMnUlted  December  t,  ISil.    Decided  January  10,  I92t. 


ProiKMed  iDcreaaed  "space  rantal "  chargeB  on  domestic,  export,  and  coast- 
wise sblpmeata  of  cotton  and  cotton  liuters  at  New  Orleaoa,  La.,  and  sub- 
ports,  found  not  justlOed.     Suspended  schedules  ordered  canceled. 

A.  P.  Hum3)urg,  C.  J.  Rixey,  jr.,  F.  H.  Wood,  E.  G.  Eerbel,  and 
W.  A,  Nortkcutt  for  respondents. 

Carl  Oiesaav},  Edgar  MouUon,  and  H.  T.  Taylor  for  protestant 
Rkfokt  of  the  Commission. 

Division  8,  Comhissionbbs  Eastman,  Potteb,  and  Campbell. 
Bi  Division  3: 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  September  25,  1921,  re- 
spondents propose  to  establish  increased  "space  rental"  charges  on 
domestic,  export,  and  coastwise  shipments  of  cotton  and  cotton 
linters  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  subports.  Upon  protest  of  the 
New  Orleans  Joint  Traffic  Bureau,  in  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners of  the  Port  of  New  Orleans,  the  New  Orleans  Cotton 
Exchange,  and  various  other  commercial  and  civic  organizations  of 
that  city,  the  proposed  increases  were  suspended  until  Febmaiy 
22,  1922. 

The  following  table  shows  the  present  and  proposed  charges: 
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The  schedules  nre  published  in  a  tariff  of  "Joint  Demurr&ge, 
Storage  and  Handling  Charges,"  which  names  storage  charges  at  the 
ports  referred  to  on  commodities  generally,  though  the  charges  hero 
under  suspension  for  holding  on  carriers'  premises  shipments  of  cot- 
ton are  named  in  connection  with  special  rules  carried  in  other  por- 
tions of  the  tariff.  As  indicated  in  the  above  table,  tliese  rules  per- 
tain to  cotton  and  cotton  lintera  uncompressed,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
compressed  on  the  other.  The  rules  applicable  to  uncompressed  cot- 
ton and  cotton  linters  provide  that  "storage"  during  certain  free  time 
will  be  allowed  without  charge,  but  the  rules  applicable  to  com- 
pressed cotton  and  cotton  linters  do  not  specifirally  designate  the  free- 
time  allowance  as  an  allowance  for  "storage."  The  rules  in  each  in- 
stance designate  the  charges  which  accrue  after  the  expiration  of 
free  time  as  "space  rental"  charges  and  pTOvide  that  these  charges 
are  not  for  warehousing  purposes. 

In  Inoreased  Hates,  19^0,  58  I.  C,  C,  220,  we  authorized  increases 
of  35  and  25  per  cent  in  rates  of  carriers  in  the  western  and  southern 
groups,  respectively.    As  to  special  services,  we  said: 

No  substantial  reasons  have  been  developed  for  eiempting  cbarees  tor  Bwttcb- 
Ing  from  the  general  increases.  It  is  our  opinion  that  the  charges  for  tbls 
service  should  be  Increased,  together  with  the  charges  for  transit,  weighing, 
diversion,  reconslgnment,  lighterage,  floatage,  storage  (not  Including  track 
storage),  and  transfer  where  the  carriers  provide  separate  charges  against  ship- 
pers for  such  service.  The  charges  for  other  special  services  are  not  to  be  sub- 
ject to  the  general  increases  herein  anthoriEed.  The  percentage  to  apply  should 
be  determined  by  the  percentage  applicable  in  the  group  where  the  service  la 
performed,  except  thnt  at  points  on  the  boundary  line  between  two  groups  tak- 
ing different  percentages  the  higher  perceutage  should  apply. 

Respondents'  witness  testified  that,  after  this  decision — 

The  question  came  up  as  to  whether  the  space  rental  charges  on  cotton  should 
properly  be  Increased,  and  It  was  decided  at  that  time  to  temporarily  waive 
the  Increase  until  an  Investigation  of  the  old  records  might  be  made  to 
determine  exactly  what  was  meant  by  that  term.  That  investigation  developed 
that  the  so-called  space  rental  charges  were.  In  reality,  nothing  more  nor  leas 
than  storage,  and  It  was,  therefore,  decided  to  increase  these  charges  3S  per 
cent,  the  measure  of  increase  authorized  by  Ex  Parte  No.  74  at  New  Orleaut, 
which  is  located  on  the  boundary  line  between  the  western  territory  and  the 
southern  terrltorr- 

The  evidence  also  shows  that  the  term  "space  rental"  had  its  origin 
in  the  fact  that  some  years  ago  cotton  was  stored  by  the  carriers  ''in 
the  open,"  protected  by  tarpaulins,  but  that  modem  fireproof  struc- 
tures are  now  provided,  and,  except  under  unusual  conditions, 'it  is 
DOW  stored  in  warehouses  or  on  covered  platforms.  The  transports- 
tioD  of  cotton  and  cotton  linters  is  largely  under  any-quantity  rates, 
and  delivery  is  incident  thereto. 
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Bespondents  say  that,  if  possession  is  promptly  taken,  delivery  is 
made  on  unloading  platforms,  but  that  cotton  at  times  remains  is 
the  warehouse  for  months,  and  storagB  necessitates  not  only  the  pro- 
Tiding  of  extensive  facilities  but  also  various  other  services,  and,  in 
particular,  trucking  within  the  warehouse  and  the  keeping  of  addi- 
tional records.  It  i^  urged  that  the  charges  in  question  include  these 
Tarious  services,  have  at  all  times  been  considered  by  the  carriers  as 
imposed  for  storage,  are  so  carried  in  their  records  and  billing,  and 
that  the  language  of  the  tariff  is  inaccurate.  They  direct  attention 
to  the  marked  increase  in  cost  of  maintaining  and  operating  their 
facilities  and  show  that  the  present  charges  have  been  maintained 
for  many  years  without  change  other  than  certain  modifications  aa 
to  free  time. 

It  is  not  contradicted  that  the  service  performed  by  respondents 
during  the  period  of  free  time  is  the  same  as  that  performed  after 
its  expiration.  We  are  of  opinion  that  the  charges  assailed  are,  in 
fact,  charges  for  storage.  The  ambiguities  in  the  tariffs  giving  color 
to  a  distinction  between  charges  for  "storage"  and  charges  for 
"space  rental"  should  be  eliminated. 

Our  report  in  Increased  Rates,  1920,  supra,  did  not  authorize  in- 
creased charges  for  track  storage ;  and  since  the  schedules  under  sus- 
pension provide  that  "cotton  and  cotton  linters  will  be  allowed  to 
remain  in  the  yards  or  on  the  premises  of  these  railroads,"  we  think 
there  is  doubt  whether  the  respondents  would  have  been  at  any  time 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  increases  authorized  in  that  case.  But 
if  the  authority  ever  existed,  this  would  not  in  itself  justify,  at  the 
present  time,  the  increased  charges  proposed.  Switching  Charges 
to  and  from  South  Tacoma,  01  I.  C.  C.  128.  The  burden  is  upon 
req>ondents  to  justify  the  proposed  increased  charges. 

In  further  justification  of  these  schedules,  respondents  seek  to 
show  that  the  general  level  of  charges  of  the  New  Orleans  Public  Cot- 
ton Warehouse,  operated  as  an  agency  of  the  state  of  Louisiana,  and 
of  the  "  New  Orleans  Cotton  Presses,"  consisting  of  private  ware- 
houses, and  also  referred  to  in  the  record  as  "  city  presses,"  is  higher 
than  the  level  of  the  carriers'  charges  for  similar  services.  Theae 
comparisons  are  so  published  in  connection  or  in  combination  with 
other  services  aa  to  make  any  comparisons  with  a  separate  schedule 
of  storage  charges  inconclusive. 

According  to  respondents  the  charges  at  Galveston  and  other 
Texas  ports,  corresponding  to  charges  here  under  consideration,  are 
published  as  applicable  to  storage.  On  export  and  coastwise  ship- 
ments they  were  increased,  effective  August  26, 1920,  and  with  minor 
exceptions  are  the  same  as  those  proposed  on  export  and  coastwise 

«8LC.a 

i:q,t7,:-rb;G00<^lc 


124  tNTEBSTATE  COUUEBCE  COMMISSION  BEFOBXS. 

traffic  ftt  New  Orleans.  On  domestic  shipments  at  Texas  ports,  and 
also  at  Mobile,  Ala.,  they  are  materially  higher  than  here  proposed. 
It  is  testified  that  the  service  rendered  at  Galveston  is  practically 
identical  with  that  performed  at  New  Orleans,  but  the  witness  offer- 
ing this  testimony  had  no  personal  knowledge  of  the  situation  at 
Galveston. 

Protestant  is  chieHy  interested  in  the  matter  of  the  charges  on 
export  and  coastwise  shipments,  and  while  New  Orleans  is  in  compe- 
tition with  Texas  ports  on  this  traffic,  its  competition  is  chiefly  with 
the  south  Atlantic  and  eastern  Gulf  ports.  Contrasted  with  the 
charges  cited  at  Texas  ports  on  export  and  coastwise  traffic,  it  ap- 
pears that  at  Gulfport,  Miss.,  no  storage  charge  is  made  on  export 
cotton  and  free  time  of  10  days  is  aUowed  on  coastwise  cotton ;  also 
that  at  south  Atlantic  and  Gulf  ports  from  Norfolk,  Va.,  to  and 
including  Mobile,  the  storage  charge  on  export  cotton  is  1  cent 
per  bale  "  per  day  or  fractional  part  thereof  after  the  first  10  days 
without  deduction  for  Sundays  or  legal  holidays." 

Protestant  also  points  to  reductions  in  wages  since  our  report  in 
Increased  Rates,  1920,  supra,  and  to  recent  reductions  in  storage 
charges  at  other  New  Orleans  warehouses.  Asserting  that  the  exac- 
tion of  a  storage  charge  by  a  carrier  is  in  the  nature  of  a  penalty  to 
compel  the  prompt  removal  of  merchandise,  prot«stant  contends  that 
it  is  not  shown  that  the  present  charges  on  cotton  do  not  already  ac- 
complish that  purpose. 

Exhibits  of  record  also  show  respondents'  storage  charges  at  New 
Orleans  on  all  other  commodities  handled  in  export,  import,  coast- 
wise, and  domestic  traffic,  with  certain  exceptions.  While  the  insur- 
ance rates  are  higher  on  cotton  than  on  such  other  freight,  the  ex- 
hibits disclose  that  with  the  exception  of  sisal,  which  is  said  to  be 
highly  inflammable,  and  with  the  further  exception  of  unmanufac- 
tured tobacco,  as  to  which  the  charges  for  certain  periods  are  lower 
and  for  other  periods  are  higher  than  the  present  or  proposed 
charges,  the  general  level  of  the  charges  on  all  commodities  shown 
as  handled  in  export,  import,  or  coastwise  traffic  is  not  only  lower 
than  the  level  of  the  proposed  charges,  but  is  lower  than  the  level 
of  the  present  charges  on  export  shipments  of  cotton  at  New  Or- 
leans; that  with  the  exception  of  a  charge  covering  freight  gen- 
erally, but  which  is  restricted  to  apply  in  the  absence  of  standing 
orders  to  the  carriers  to  store  and  which  apparently  is  seldom  ap- 
plied, the  level  of  the  charges  cm  all  commodities  handled  in  do- 
mestic traffic  is  materially  lower  than  the  level  of  the  charges  pro- 
posed, and  in  many  instances  is  lower  than  the  level  of  the  present 
charges  on  domestic  shipments  of  cotton  at  New  Orleans. 
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A  charge,  reasonable  in  its  iocepticm  many  years  ago,  may  be- 
come unreasonably  low  in  consequence  of  the  construction  of  more 
adequate  facilities,  or  a  change  in  the  character  of  the  service 
rendered,  in  this  case  from  outside  to  inside  etorege,  ihe  increased 
level  of  operating  costs  generally,  or  one  or  more  of  these  factors. 
But  even  if  this  be  so,  the  existence  of  such  general  conditions 
alone  affords  no  proper  basis  upon  which  to  test  the  reasonableness 
of  a  specific  material  increase  in  charges,  and  the  present  record 
affords  so  foundation  upon  which  to  justify  the  substantial  increase 
asted. 

We  find  that  respondents  have  not  justified  the  proposed  schedules. 
An  order  will  be  entered  requiring  their  cancellation  and  discon- 
tinuing this  proceeding. 
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No.  11698. 
FLANLEY  GRAIN  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


BubmUted  March  tO,  19S1.    Decided  November  25, 19tl. 


Rates  on  corn  and  oats,  in  carloada,  from  points  la  Iowa  and  South  Dakota 
to  [K>lDtB  In  North  Dakota  found  unreasonable.    Reparation  swarded. 
P.  R.  Wigton  and  J.  P.  Haynea  for  complainants. 
R.  J.  Hagmaai,  John  F.  Finerty,  and  Thomas  M.  Woodward  for 
defendant. 

Report  of  the  CoHHissioif. 
Division  3.  Cohhissionebb  Hau^  Easthan,  and  Campbqx. 

Bt  Division  3: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner  and  the  case  was  orally  argued. 

Complainants  arc  the  Flanley  Grain  Company  and  the  Qtiinii- 
Sheperdson  Company,  corporations  dealing  in  grain  at  Sioux  City, 
Iowa.  They  allege  by  complaint  filed  August  11, 1920,  that  the  rates 
charged  on  31  carloads  of  com  and  oats  shipped  between  July  23, 
1918,  and  September  19,  1919,  from  points  in  Iowa  and  South  Da- 
kota to  destinations  in  North  Dakota  were  unreasonable,  unjustly 
discriminatory,  unduly  prejudicial,  and  in  violation  of  the  fourth 
section  of  the  act  to  regulate  commerce.  The  prayer  ia  for  repara- 
tion only.  The  claim  of  the  Quinn-Sheperdson  Company  waa 
withdrawn  at  the  hearing.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100 
pounds. 

The  points  of  origin  are  in  northern  and  northwestern  Iowa  and 
southeastern  South  Dakota.  The  destinations  are  in  northwestern 
North  Dakota.  The  shipments  moved  over  the  Great  Northern,  here- 
inafter called  defendant. 

For  a  number  of  years  prior  to  June  26,  1918,  defendant  main- 
tained specific  commodity  rates  on  com  and  oats  from  and  to  the 
points  concerned.    Effective  on  the  latter  date,  pursuant  to  general 
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order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General,  the  following  tariff  provision 
was  established  applicable  over  defendant's  lines: 

Interstate  commodity  rates  on  tbe  rollowlng  articles,  In  carloads,  rtiall  be 
Increoaed  bj  tbe  amoDDte  eet  opposite  each : 

Grain:  Wbeat,  25  per  cent,  bnt  not  exceeding  an  Increase  of  6  cents  per 
100  pounds. 

Other  grain :  New  wheat  rates. 

Prior  to  June  25,  1918,  no  specific  commodity  rates  on  wheat  had 
been  in  effect  from  and  to  these  points.  Distance  commodity  rates 
or  combination  commodity  rates,  whichever  were  the  lower,  had 
been  applicable.  These  rates  were  considerably  in  excess  of  the 
rates  on  com  and  oats.  Under  the  tariff  provisions  quoted,  these 
distance  or  combination  rates  on  wheat,  increased  as  therein  pro- 
vided, became  applicable  on  com  and  oats.  The  rates  charged  com- 
plainant varied  from  32  to  41.5  cents  for  distances  which,  with 
one  exception,  ranged  from  527  to  711  miles.  Some  of  the  ship- 
ments were  overcharged  in  amounts  ranging  from  0.5  to  5  cents  per 
100  pounds  and  others  undercharged  in  amounts  ranging  from  1 
to  2.5  cents  per  100  pounds.  Charges  should  be  adjusted  to  the 
basis  of  the  applicable  rates.  On  October  31,  1919,  rates  on  com 
and  oats  were  established  based  on  the  rates  in  effect  June  24, 

1918,  plus  a  25  per  cent  increase  not  exceeding  6  cents. 

For  a  number  of  years  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  defendant  had 
maintained  the  same  level  of  rates  from  and  to  the  pointe  here 
considered  as  that  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  and  the 
Northern  Pacific  from  and  to  tbe  same  general  territories.  The 
com  and  oats  rates  from  points  on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St. 
Paul  were  increased  on  that  date  by  25  per  cent,  with  a  maxi- 
mum of  6  cents,  without  reference  to  the  wheat  rates.  This  lack 
of  uniformity  in  applying  general  order  No.  28  disturbed  the  level 
of  rates  which  had  existed  for  a  number  of  years.    On  October  31, 

1919,  the  rate  parity  was  restored.  Comparison  of  the  rates  com- 
plained of  with  the  rates  to  points  in  Montana  directly  across  the 
North  Dakota  state  line  shows  that  the  latter  rates  remained  on 
the  same  general  level  during  and  after  the  period  that  complain- 
ant's shipments  moved  under  practically  the  same  transportation 
conditions  as  existed  to  the  North  Dakota  destination  territory. 

The  basis  of  rates  applying  from  Minneapolis  to  the  North  Dakota 
destination  territory,  which  bore  a  general  relation  to  the  rates  from 
the  origin  territory  prior  to  general  order  No.  28,  was  not  disturbed 
by  that  order.  This  was  due  to  the  fact  that  specific  commodity  rates 
on  wheat  were  established  from  Minneapolis.  Complainant  testified 
that  there  were  no  changes  of  circumstances  or  conditions  daring  the 
period  from  June  25,  1918,  to  October  31,  1919,  which  justified  a 

6ei.ca 

D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


128  IHTBBSTATE  COUUBBGE  OOlCMISSIOir  BEPOBTS. 

different  basis  of  rates  in  the  territory  in  question  than  existed  prior 
to  June  26. 

No  evidence  was  offered  by  defendant. 

It  appears  that  there  were  departures  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
proTision  of  the  fourth  section,  in  that  higher  rates  were  charged  to 
points  directly  intermediate  to  Snowden,  Mont-,  than  to  Snowden. 
These  departures  were  protected  by  an  appropriate  fourth  section 
order. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  the  rates  in  effect  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  plus 
an  increase  of  25  per  cent,  with  a  maximum  of  6  cents;  that  com- 
plainant Flauley  Grain  Company  made  the  shipments  as  described 
and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon ;  that  it  has  been  damaged  in 
the  amount  that  the  charges  paid  exceeded  those  which  would  have 
accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  it  is  entitled 
to  reparation,  with  interest.  This  complainant  should  file  a  statement 
in  accordance  with  rule  V  of  the  Bules  of  Practice.  In  this  state- 
ment any  overcharges  or  undercharges  should  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion. 

Hall,  Commdeeiotier,  dissenting : 

The  applicable  rates,  with  but  one  exception,  yielded  ton-mile 
earnings  ranging  from  10.4  to  13  mills.  They  were  not  unreasonably 
high  under  the  circumstances,  including  the  necessity  certified  to  in 
general  order  No.  28.  There  is  no  basis  for  a  finding  that  they  were 
otherwise  unlawful.    The  complaint  should  be  dismissed. 
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No.  11804. 

TUTFLI  BEOS.  PIG  IBON  &.  COKE  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Submitted  Avgvtt  1,  19il.     Deoktd  JtUMory  17,  190. 


Bates  dmrged  on  c&rloBds  ot  mltblne  coal  from  ponglKs,  W.  Ta.,  to  destlM- 
tlODs  In  Iowa,  Nebraska,  and  WlsconsiD,  and  of  coke  from  Jamison,  Pa^ 
to  destinations  In  Iowa  and  Wjomlnc,  found  not  unreasonable.  Com- 
plaint dismissed. 

/.  ScheeU  for  complainant 

Thomas  M.  Woodward  for  defendant. 

Repobt  of  the  Commission. 
Division  3,  Commissioners  Haix,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  3: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  is  a  broker  of  smithing  coal  and 
coke  with  offices  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.  It  alleges  that  the  rates  charged 
on  numerous  carloads  of  smithing  coal  and  coke  shipped  between 
June  25, 1918,  and  February  29, 1920,  from  the  Douglas,  W.  Va.,  and 
the  Pennsylvania  fields  to  destinations  on  the  Chicago,  Burlington  & 
Quincy  were  unjust  and  unreasonable.  Reparation  only  is  sought. 
Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds. 

Complainant's  evidence  is  restricted  to  12  shipments  of  smithing 
coal  from  Douglas,  W.  Va.,  to  Burlington,  Clarinda,  and  Red  Oak, 
Iowa,  Broken  Bow,  Nebr.,  and  La  Crosse,  Wis.,  and  S  shipments  of 
coke  from  Jamison,  Pa.,  to  Oskaloosa,  Iowa,  and  Sheridan,  Wyo. 

The  rates  charged  and  applicable  were  combination  rates,  those  to 
Burlington  basing  on  Peoria,  111.,  and  those  to  the  other  destina- 
tions on  Chicago,  IlL  Effective  June  25,  1918,  pursuant  to  general 
order  No.  28  of  t^e  Director  G^ieral  of  Railroads,  each  factor  of 
the  combination  rates  was  increased  a  specific  amount, '  the  in- 
creases varying  with  the  amount  of  the  rate  and  ranging  from  70 
to  87.2  cents  on  coal,  and  from  $1.25  to  $1,403  on  coke.  On  July  2, 
1918,  by  freight  rate  authority  No.  10,  the  Director  General  directed 
that,  with  certain  exceptions  not  pertinent  here,  increases  were  to  be 
I  the  aprirreirftt«8  of  combination  rates  instead  of  to  each 
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factor.  The  application  of  such  a  rule  would  hare  resulted  in 
increases  less  than  those  effected.  None  of  the  participating  car- 
riers observed  these  instructions  by  amending  their  tariffs.  Subse- 
quently the  Director  General  canceled  the  freight  rate  authority. 

Complainant  relies  solely  upon  the  failure  of  the  carriers  to 
amend  tiieir  tariffs  to  comply  with  this  freight  rate  au^ority,  con- 
tending that  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
they  exceeded  the  rates  in  effect  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  increased  by 
50  cents  on  smithing  coal  and  75  cents  on  coke,  the  increases  that 
would  have  resulted  if  the  directions  of  the  freight  rate  authority 
had  been  observed.  Rates  on  coal  and  coke  from  the  territory  east 
of  Chicago  and  Peoria  to  destinations  west  of  these  gateways  are 
generally  made  on  combination.  No  testimony  was  offered  to  show 
that  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  per  Be.  They  may  not  be 
condemned  upon  the  mere  showing  that  the  carriers  failed  to  comply 
with  instructions  issued  by  the  Director  General. 

Upon  this  record  we  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  unrea- 
sonable.   The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 

66 1.  C.  C. 
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No.  11412. 

JERPE  COMMISSION  COMPANY,  INCORPORATED, 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CHICAGO,  BURLING- 
TON A  QUINCY  RAILR04D  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BulmMed  Uaroh  10.  IStl.    Decided  January  17,  13it. 


Raten  on  rabblUi,  not  dressed,  in  carloads,  frbm  points  In  Kansas  and  Nebraska 
to  Chicnjo,  IlL,  Detroit,  Mich.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  New  York,  N.  T, 
fonnd  unreasonable.    Reparation  awarded. 

G.  E.  ChUde  for  complainant. 

L.  H.  Stratter,  Henry  O.  Herbel,  James  M.  Chaney,  Alexander  M. 
BvU,  and  /.  C.  La  CosU  for  defendante. 

Refobt  of  the  Commisbion, 
Division  8,  Commissionebs  Hall,  EAarHAN,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Ditibion  3: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner,  and  the  case  was  orally  argued. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  with  offices  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  is  engaged 
in  the  purchase,  sale,  and  distribution  of  butter,  eggs,  poultry,  game, 
and  other  perishable  commodities.  By  complaint  filed  April  19, 1920, 
it  alleges  that  the  rates  charged  by  defendants  for  the  transportation 
in  December,  1918,  and  January,  1919,  of  18  carloads  of  rabbits,  not 
dressed,  from  Norton,  St.  Francis,  and  Oberlin,  Kans.,  and  Alma, 
Nebr.,  on  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy,  hereinafter  called  the 
Burlington ;  from  Norton,  Rexford,  and  Brewst«r,  Kans.,  on  the  Chi- 
cago, Roclc  Island  &  Pacific,  hereinafter  called  the  Rock  Island ;  and 
from  Stockton,  Lenors,  and  Concordia,  Kans.,  on  the  Missouri 
Pacific,  to  Chicago,  HI.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  were  unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial.  We  are 
asked  to  award  reparation  and  to  establish  reasonable  and  non- 
prc^tdicial  rates  for  the  future.  Rates  are  stated  in  cents  per  100 
pounds  and  do  not  include  the  increases  of  1920. 

The  points  of  origin  are  in  western  or  northern  Kansas  except 

Alma,  which  is  in  southweEtem  Nebraska.    Wild  jack  rabbits  and 

cottontails  are  very  numerous  in  this  section  and  are  a  tneoace  to  the 

farmers  and  orchardists.    Each  year  in  the  early  winter  drives  are 

organized  to  slaughter  them.    They  have  some  food  value  and  can 

be  sold  in  competition  with  the  cheaper  grades  of  meat.   Efforts  have 

been  made  to  develop  a  market  for  them  in  the  larger  cities  in  th» 
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east,  but  it  is  asserted  that  the  cost  of  transportation  has  discouraged 
any  regular  movement.  No  shipments  were  made  by  complainant 
during  the  winter  of  1919-1920,  but  during  the  previous  winter  some 
40  or  45  carloads  were  shipped  ou  which  heavy  losses  were  sustained. 
Of  the  18  carloads  here  considered,  9  moved  to  New  York,  7  to  Chi- 
cago, and  1  each  to  Detroit  and  Philadelphia. 

Rabbits,  in  carloads,  hare  been  for  many  years  and  are  now 
rated  third  class  in  western  classification.  Since  December  30,  1919, 
they  have  bem  rated  third  class,  in  carloads,  in  official  classifi- 
cation, but  prior  thereto  they  were  classified  with  game,  not  other- 
wise specified,  and  rated  first  class,  any  quantity.  Tlie  rates  to  east- 
em  points  in  effect  when  these  shipments  moved  were  the  lowest 
combinations  of  class  or  commodity  rates  to  Chicago  or  the  Missis- 
sippi River  and  first-class  rates  beyond.  The  rat«s  applicable  over 
the  Burlington  for  the  movement  to  Chicago  or  other  junction  points 
with  eastern  lines  were  the  fifth-class  rates  under  exceptions  to  west- 
em  classification;  those  of  the  Rock  Island  were  commodity  rates 
somewhat  higher  than  the  fifth-class  rates.  The  Missouri  Pacific 
assessed  the  third-class  rates  from  two  points  and  an  incorrect  com- 
modity rate  from  the  other.  The  rates  charged  by  the  Burlington 
are  not  assailed,  but  it  is  contended  that  those  of  the  Rock  Island 
and  Missouri  Pacific  were  unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial  to 
the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the  fifth-class  rates  contonporaneously 
in  effect.  The  rates  of  the  eastern  carriers  are  alleged  to  have  been 
unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the  rates  applicable 
on  fresh  meats. 

The  following  table,  taken  from  exhibits  of  record,  shows  the  num- 
ber of  shipments  made  from  each  point,  the  through  rates  charged, 
the  rates  on  rabbits,  and  the  fifth-class  rates  to  Chicago,  and  the 
first-class,  third-class,  and  fresh-meat  rates  east  th^eof : 
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The  rate  adjustment  west  of  Chicago  is  explained  as  follows :  In 
1903  or  1908  carriers  operating  in  Kansas  and  Nebraska  were  asked 
to  establish  rates  lower  than  third  class  on  dead  rabbits  to  eastern 
consuming  points.  Bates  on  the  basis  of  fifth  class  were  accordingly 
established  under  exceptions  to  western  classification.  This  basis 
was  applied  by  the  Bock  Island  and  Missouri  Pacific  for  about  10 
years,  or  nntil  the  revisions  in  the  class  rates  required  by  our  orders 
in  Colorado  Mfra.  Atso.  t.  A,,  T.  dk  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  28  I.  C.  C,  82, 
State  of  Kansas  v.  A.,  T.  ds  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  27  I.  C.  C,  673,  and  loiea 
State  Board  of  R.  R.  Comnuusioners  v.  A.  E.  R.  R.  Co.,  28  I.  C.  C, 
193  and  563.  The  redactions  in  the  class  rat«s  which  resulted  caused 
the  Bock  Island  and  Missouri  Pacific  to  withdraw  the  fifth-class  basis 
on  rabbits  and  to  establish  either  commodity  rates  on  approximately 
the  same  level  as  the  former  fifth-class  rates  or  to  restore  the  original 
classification'  basjs  of  third  class.  The  fifth-class  basis  has  con- 
tinued in  effect  over  the  Burlington  since  its  establishment.  In  Sep- 
tember, 1919,  commodity  rates  to  Chicago  and  St.  Louis,  based  on 
the  former  fifth-class  rates,  increased  26  per  cent  in  accordance 
with  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads, 
were  established  from  Lenora  and  Stockton,  on  the  Missouri  Pacific, 
and  from  certain  other  points  in  Kansas. 

The  third-class  rating  in  official  classification  on  rabbits,  not 
dressed,  in  carloads,  minimum  weight  20,000  poimds,  was  established 
December  SO,  1919,  as  a  result  of  evidence  given  before  the  classifi- 
cation committee  that  there  was  a  carload  movement  to  eastern 
points.  The  former  first-class  any-quantity  rating  now  applies  on 
less-than-carload  shipments  of  rabbits,  venison,  and  game  not  other- 
wise indexed  by  name.  A  rating  of  third  class  was  suggested  in 
Consolidated  Clastifiaation  Case,  54  I.  C.  C,  1,  which  is  the  same  as 
that  applicable  on  poultry  and  fresh  meats.  As  a  rule,  poultry 
moves  throughout  official  territory  at  the  class  rat«s  with  charges 
for  icing  in  addition,  but  fresh  meats  are  accorded  commodity  rates 
somewhat  lower  than  third  class. 

Complainant  submitted  an  exhibit  comparing  the  rates  on  rabbits 
to  Chicago  and  eastern  points  with  rates  on  fruits  and  melons  from 
the  same  points  and  on  fresh  meat  from  Wichita,  Kans.,  and  Denver, 
Colo.  These  commodities  all  move  in  refrigerator  cars.  Generally 
speaking,  the  exhibit  shows  that  to  Chicago  the  rates  on  rabbits  are 
the  same  as,  or  slightly  higher  than,  the  rates  on  pears,  and  consid- 
erably higher  than  those  on  apples  and  melons.  A  rate  of  46.5 
cents  applies  on  fresh  meats  from  Wichita  to  Chicago,  663  miles. 
The  record  does  not  disclose  any  movement  to  Chicago  or  the  east 
of  the  commodities  menti<med.  Other  rate  comparisons  were  also 
offered. 
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Defendantfl  contend  that,  from  a  transportation  standpoint,  then 
is  no  analogy  between  shipments  of  rabbits  and  shipments  of  dressed 
meats  except  that  both  are  carried  in  refrigerator  equipment.  They 
point  out  that  rabbits  move  only  during  two  or  three  months  of  the 
year,  and  that  dressed  meats  more  continuously,  often  in  trainloads. 
A  closer  analogy  is  claimed  between  rabbits  and  dresed  poultry. 
The  present  commodity  rates  on  rabbits  to  Chicago  and  the  Missis- 
sippi River  are  materially  lower  than  the  rates  applying  on  dressed 
poultry. 

The  Missouri  Pacific  participated  in  the  transportation  of  three 
of  the  shipments,  one  from  Stockton  to  Chicago,  one  from  Luiora 
to  Chicago,  and  one  from  Concordia  to  New  York.  The  third-class 
rates  of  127.5  and  134  cents  were  charged  on  the  shipments  from 
Stockton  and  Lenora,  respectively.  A  combination  aggregating 
197.5  cents  was  assessed  on  the  shipment  from  Cqncofdia,  based  on 
85  cents  to  Chicago  and  the  first-class  rate  of  112.6  cents  beyond.  A 
commodity  rate  of  66  cents  to  Chicago  was  in  effect  on  January  6, 
1919,  when  this  shipment  moved,  making  the  applicable  combina- 
tion 178.5  cents.  This  shipment  was  overcharged.  There  is  no  justi- 
fication on  this  record  for  the  maintenance  of  the  materially  higher 
class  rates  from  Stockton  and  I^enora  to  Chicago.  The  commodity 
rates  subsequently  established  were  85  and  91.5  cents,  respectively, 
subject  to  a  minimum  weight  of  24,000  pounds. 

We  find  that  the  record  fails  to  sustain  the  allegations  of  undue 
prejudice;  that  the  rates  charged  on  the  shipments  to  Chicago  over 
the  Rock  Island  were  not  unreasonable;  that  the  rates  charged  on 
the  shipments  from  Stockton  and  Lenora  to  Chicago  over  the  Mis- 
souri Pacific  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  8S 
cents  and  91Ji  cents,  respectively,  and  that  the  through  combination 
rates  on  the  shipments  to  points  beyond  Chicago  were  unreasonable 
to  the  extent  that  the  components  east  of  Chicago  exceeded  the  third- 
class  rates  contemporaneously  in  effect.  We  further  find  that  com- 
plainant made  the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the 
charges  thereon  at  the  rates  herein  found  onreasonable ;  that  it  has 
been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges 
paid  and  those  that  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found 
reasonable ;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest.  Com- 
plainant should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice.  Inas- 
much as  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable,  plus  the  increases  author- 
ized in  Increased  Saiea,  1920,  58  I,  C.  C,  220,  are  now  in  effect,  no 
order  for  the  future  is  necessary. 
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FBtniS  AND  TBQBTABLES  TO  DUANE  ST.,  N.  T. 


Intbstiqation  aud  Suspension  Docket  No.  1420. 
FKUITS  AND  VEGETABLES  TO  DUANE  ST.,  N.  Y, 


Svbntitail  ^MMMirv  Jl,  19n.    Deotdad  January  tO,  IStt. 


Proposed  lucre&M  In  proportional  rates  on  fnilta  and  vesetftbles  from  th» 
New  Jersey  termluaU  ot  the  Erie  Railroad  to  Duane  street,  New  Tork, 
N.  T.,  and  proposed  establishment  of  terminal  cliarKes  on  fnilts  and 
TflKetables  at  Dnane  street  found  not  Justified  except  aa  Indicated.  Sue- 
peaded  schedules  ordered  canceled  without  prejudice  to  tbe  flllng  of 
BChedulea  In  ctwformltjr  with  the  findings  herein. 

Marion  B.  Pierce  for  respondent. 

Fayette  B.  Dow  for  Joint  Council  of  International  Apple  Ship- 
pers Association,  National  League  of  Commission  Merchants  of  the 
United  States,  and  Western  Fruit  Jobbers  Association  of  America; 
C.  R.  MarthdU  and  Chat.  E.  BeU  for  American  Fruit  &  Vegetable 
Shippers  Association;  Butler,  Lamh,  Foster  de  Pope,  Karl  D.  Loot, 
and  Oeorge  E.  Farrand  for  California  Citrus  League;  and  "W.  H. 
ConneU  iat  'Merchants  Association  of  New  York. 

fiEFOBT  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

Drnsiow  4,  Commissioners  Meter,  DANtsLs,  and  PorraB. 
Bt  Division  4: 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  October  14,  1921,  respond- 
ent, the  Erie  Railroad,  proposes  (1)  to  increase  the  proportional 
rates  from  its  New  Jersey  terminals,  Weehawken,  Croxton,  and 
Jersey  City,  to  its  Duane  street  station,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  ship- 
ments of  fruits  and  vegetables  originating  at  points  west  of  the 
Mississippi  River  and  reconsigned  from  Albany,  N.  Y.,  Baltim«re, 
Md.,  Philadelphia,  Pittsburgh,  or  Scranton,  Pa.,  or  points  east 
thereof,  to  $61  per  car,  and  (2)  to  establish  terminal  charges  on 
fruits  and  vegetables  at  its  Duane  street  station  ranging  from  2.6 
to  4  cents  per  100  pounds.  Upon  protest  of  various  associations  of 
fruit  and  vegetable  shippers,  the  schedules  were  suspended  until 
March  13,  1922. 

Approximately  85  per  cent  of  the  fruit  and  vegetable  traffic  des- 
tined to  Manhattan  Island  from  California  and  the  northwest  moves 
over  the  Erie  to  its  Duane  street  8tati(m  (piers  Nos.  20  and  21).  The 
carrier  unloads  the  traffic  from  the  car  and  sorts  it  according  to 
variety,  quality,  and  size,  and  piles  it  at  specified  spaces  on  the  pier 
designated  by  a  representative  of  the  consignee.    The  shipmenta  are 
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disposed  of  at  public  auction  on  the  second  floor  of  the  pier,  the 
auction  companies  paying  an  annual  rental  for  its  use.  A  Bample 
box  18  opened  here  and  there  for  the  inspection  of  prospective  pur- 
chasers who  make  appropriate  memoranda  in  catalogues  provided 
by  the  auction  companies  to  guide  them  in  bidding  on  the  various 
shipments.  The  auction  is  held  every  morning  at  9  o'clock,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  holidays.  When  disposition  is  made,  the 
shipments  are  removed  promptly  by  consignee  or  purchaser.  Canta- 
loupes are  generally  unloaded  on  the  bulkhead  and  removed  before 
the  auction  begins,  but  the  bulk  of  the  traffic  is  handled  in  the  manner 
above  described.  During  the  winter  the  traffic  is  confined  to  pier 
No.  20,  which  can  be  heated.  During  1921  about  30,000  carloads  of 
fruits  and  vegetables  moved  over  the  Duane  street  piers,  the  traffic 
having  doubled  in  the  past  five  years. 

As  the  traffic,  moving  largely  in  solid  trains,  passes  the  principal 
junction  points  en  route  to  Manhattan  Island,  the  Duane  street 
agent  is  notified  by  telegraph,  who  in  turn  notifies  the  consignees 
of  the  various  cars  by  telephone.  It  appears  that  all  the  cars  pass 
through  Croxton;  and  when  they  arrive  at  that  point  the  Duane 
street  agent  is  notified  by  telephone  and  the  consignees  by  messen- 
ger. The  cars  are  put  over  the  hump  at  Croxton  and  switched  to 
respondent's  "  fruit  hold  tracks,"  where  they  are  held  on  an  average 
of  about  48  hours.  Before  1  p.  m.  on  the  day  preceding  each  market 
day  the  consignees  give  respondent  the  numbers  of  the  cars  they 
wish  delivered  to  the  piers.  The  cars  ordered  are  separated  from 
the  others  by  taking  the  string  on  each  track  back  over  the  hump, 
and  are  classified  according  to  consignee  and  assembled  into  trains 
of  about  40  or  50  cars.  The  train  proceeds  to  the  Jersey  City  ter- 
minal, a  distance  of  2.19  miles.  From  the  receiving  yard  at  Jersey 
City  the  cars  are  switched  onto  the  floats,  which  are  then  towed 
over  to  Duane  street,  the  tugs  handling  two  floats  of  10  cars  each  at 
each  trip.  The  loading  of  the  floats  begins  about  3  or  4  p.  m.,  and 
the  last  float  leaves  about  11  p.  m.  About  200  cars  are  handled  per 
day.  The  method  used  in  handling  the  traffic  not  only  serves  the 
convenience  of  the  consignees  but  also  enables  respondent  to  make 
the  maximum  use  of  its  facilities  at  Duane  street.  The  handling  of 
the  traffic  from  its  connecting  lines  involves  an  additional  haul  from 
the  interchange  to  the  Croxton  yard  and  the  return  movement  of  the 
empty  cars  from  Duane  street  to  the  interchange. 

FBOF(«TI01IAL  RATC0. 

The  present  proportional  rate  on  fruits  from  respondent's  New 
Jersey  terminals  to  Duane  street  is  $30  per  car,  which  represents  a 
rat«  of  $16  established  in  1909,  increased  pursuant  to  the  several 
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general  rate  increases  made  since  that  date.  In  1919,  the  New  YoA 
district  freight  traffic  committee  of  the  United  States  Railroad  Ad- 
ministration recommended  that  the  rate  be  increased  to  $iO  per  car, 
but  this  recommendation  was  disapproved  by  the  director  of  traffic 
The  rate  generallj  applicable  on  vegetables  is  17.5  cents  per  100 
pounds,  minimum  30,000  pounds  per  car,  which,  based  on  the  arer- 
■gp  loading  of  24,000  pounds,  is  equivalent  to  about  $42  per  car. 
The  proposed  change  as  to  the  charge  on  vegetables  is  indicated  in 
the  suspended  tariff  bs  a  reduction ;  but  the  record  shows  that  00I7 
in  rare  instances,  as  where  cars  are  loaded  to  30,000  pounds  and 
subject  to  third-class  rates,  would  the  proposed  charge  result  in  a 
reduction.  In  general,  each  carrier  reserves  its  terminal  od  Man- 
hattan Island  for  traffic  coming  in  over  its  own  line.  The  propor- 
tional rates  on  fruits  and  vegetables  were  established  in  order  Uiat 
any  of  such  traffic  not  coming  in  over  the  Erie  might  have  access 
to  the  Duane  street  market.  Application  of  the  rates  is  restricted 
to  traffic  which  could  not  have  been  routed  over  respondent's  lines. 

Kespondent  estimates  the  time  consumed  per  traio  of  50  cars  by 
the  various  switching  operations  to  be  as  foUows: 

From  tutercbange  to  Croxuxt 2  hours. 

Ifovement  over  bump  on  arriral .  1  hour. 

SwltcbiDg  to  fmlt  hold  tracks 1  hour. 

Separation  over  hump;  clawlfrinc  aad  aBBembllux  Into  trains  of 

ordered  cars 5}  hours. 

Between  Croxton  and  Jersey  City,  including  return  movement  or 

empty  cars Blhonrs. 

Switching  at  Jersey  City,  including  unloading  at  empty  cars  from 

floats 10  hours. 

Uovement  over  bump  of  empty  cars ,1  hour. 

From  Croxton  to  interchauge 2  hours. 

ToUl 2S1  hours. 

Figuring  switching  operations  on  the  basis  of  6  miles  per  hour  and 
using  the  unit  cost  per  mile  of  train  operations  for  its  New  York 
division,  respondent  estimates  the  cost  of  the  switching  operations  to 
be  $7.06  per  car.  Other  costs  per  car  are  estimated  as  follows. 
For  items  marked  with  asterisks  the  unit  cost  is  arrived  at  by  divid- 
ing by  average  number  of  cars  bandied  during  the  last  Sve  years. 

Wages  of  yardmaster,  yard  and  bridge  clerks,  switch  tenders,  etc JO.  S8 

Extra  Idng  expense,  account  holding  of  cars  at  Croxton 3. 00 

Floating  cost : 

Car  floats  (based  on  one  round  trip  of  each  float  per  day)_-  $S.  17  | 

Tug  cost  (5  hours  lug  service  per  float) B.17  jlO.SS 

Supervision  and  other  expenses .  60  J 

Oerlcsl  expenses •8.«8 

Proportion  of  wages  of  Joint  fruit  Inspector  and  clerk .  02 

Direct  labor,  lapludlng  foreman  and  checkers  bat  not  Iscludlnf  cost  ot 

KMorUng 12.97 
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GooperlQK  broken  tnckagea ¥2.40 

Hand  trucks,  gang  planka,  and  other  equipment .08 

Cleauiug,  aseembllng,  and  removlug  fruit  rubbish ,00 

Police  protection _ ,« 

Rental  of  piers  (allocated  between  passenger  and  freight  on  basis  of 
square  feet,  and  between  fruit  and  vegetablea  and  other  traffic  on  ton- 
nage basis) *3.n 

Heating  of  pier  20  (allocated  on  proportion  of  heated  apace  devoted  to 

fruit  and  vegetable  traffic) •66 

Lighting  of  pier  (based  on  tests  and  charged  to  frnit  and  vegetable  traffic 

on  assumption  that  no  other  traffic  is  handled  at  night) ".ST 

Lighting  of  carfloata  (based  on  tests) .02 

Maintenance  of  piers  (allocated  on  same  bases  as  rental) *.70 

The  total  of  these  estimated  costs  is  $46.64.  It  may  be  stated,  how- 
ever, that  although  the  estimated  cost  of  switching  is  shown  as  $7.06, 
if  the  data  upon  which  this  is  calculated  are  correctly  stated  this  item 
would  be  $7.55,  Adding  to  these  costs  16  per  c«nt  for  insurance  on 
contents  of  the  piers,  taxes,  interest,  and  maintenance  of  way  and 
other  exp^ises,  and  10  per  cent  for  profit,  respondent  arrives  at  $69 
as  a  reasonable  rate  on  fruits  and  vegetables  from  its  New  Jersey 
terminals  to  its  Duane  street  station. 

Protestants  point  out  that  the  cost  of  icing  is  covered  by  a  special 
charge  collected  from  the  consignee ;  that  "  clerical  expenses  "  include 
supervision,  inspection,  and  labor  costs  covered  by  other  items;  that 
"  coopering  broken  packages "  should  not  be  charged  wholly  to  the 
movement  from  the  interchange  to  Duane  street;  and  that  the  use 
of  the  actual  number  of  cars  handled  during  1920  would  have  resulted 
in  lower  unit  costs  for  rental,  heating,  lighting,  and  maintenance. 
They  assert  that  respondent's  estimate  of  the  time  consumed  by  the 
switching  operations  is  obviously  overstated ;  that  in  arriving  at  the 
unit  cost  of  the  switching  operations  the  cost  per  mile  of  switching 
operations  instead  of  train  operations  should  have  been  used;  that 
there  is  no  basis  for  the  assumption  that  five  hours'  tug  service  is 
required  per  float,  or  for  the  assumption  that  no  other  traffic  is 
handled  at  night ;  that  the  unit  cost  of  "  clerical  expenses "  should 
have  been  arrived  at  by  using  the  number  of  bills  of  lading  required 
per  car;  that  based  on  the  present  wage  scale  the  cost  for  "direct 
labor"  is  apparently  excessive;  and  that  the  items  covering  rental 
and  maintenance  were  not  allocated  on  the  proper  bases. 

We  And  that  the  proposed  schedule  has  not  been  justified.  We  do 
find,  however,  that,  particularly  in  view  of  the  recommendation  of 
the  New  York  district  freight  traffic  committee  previously  referred 
to,  a  charge  of  $40  per  car  on  fruits  for  the  service  here  considered, 
including  unloading  at  destination,  has  been  justified.  We  also  find 
that  on  vegetables  respondent  has  justified  increases  to  the  extent 
that  the  present  charges  are  less  than  $40  per  car. 
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TEBHINAI.  CHAB0E8. 

The  terminal  chai^;e9  present  a  somewhat  different  problem.  It 
is  proposed  that  they  i*all  apply  on  all  fruit  and  vegetable  traffic 
delivered  at  Duane  street  station.  As  is  customary  on  Manhattan 
Island,  delivery,  including  unloading,  has  heretofore  been  made  at 
liuane  street  under  the  line-haul  rates.  Since  1920,  a  charge  based 
on  actual  cost,  ranging  from  $2  to  $8  per  car,  has  been  made  for 
the  assorting  service  under  an  agreement  between  respondent  and 
the  representatives  of  the  trade,  and  no  objection  is  made  by  pro- 
testante  to  the  publication  of  these  charges  in  tariff  fonn.  The  pro- 
posed terminal  charges  would  range  from  $6  to  $12  per  car  and 
include  the  assorting  charge.  Respondent  states  that  these  charges 
are  to  cover  the  excess  in  the  cost  of  handling  fruits  and  vegetables 
over  the  cost  of  handling  other  freight.  While  it  is  proposed  tliat 
this  charge  shall  apply  on  all  shipments  of  fruits  and  vegetables 
delivered  at  the  Duase  street  station,  including  those  upon  which  the 
proportional  rate  above  discussed  is  paid,  some  of  respondent's  cost 
figures  submitted  in  support  of  the  terminal  charge  are  duplications 
of,  and  cover  the  same  services  as,  those  offered  in  support  of  the 
proposed  proportional  rate,  and  a  number  of  the  items  cover  serv* 
ices  rendered  prior  to  arrival  of  the  shipments  at  Duane  street  sta- 
tion. The  services  for  which  the  proposed  terminal  charges  are  pub- 
lished are  all  incidental  to  ttie  efficient  delivery  of  fruit  and  vege- 
tables at  Duane  street.  They  are  performed  on  all  of  that  traffic 
and  in  no  sense  are  special  services  comparable  with  refrigeration, 
reconsignment,  or  switching  after  placement  at  unloading  point, 
Kespondeot  makes  no  showing  as  to  the  adequacy  of  the  compensa- 
tion now  received  by  the  carriers  for  the  throng  service  on  this 
traffic,  merely  pointing  out  that  the  rates  on  California  fruit  are 
blanketed  to  all  territory  east  of  the  Colorado  common  points  and 
that  15  years  ago,  when  the  traffic  began  to  be  handled  in  the  manner 
above  described,  no  corresponding  increase  was  made  in  the  through 
rates.  This  blanket  has  been  voluntarily  maintained  by  the  carriers 
for  many  years  and  appears  to  have  been  satisfactory  to  all  con- 
cerned. We  find  that  the  establishment  of  terminal  charges  higher 
than  the  present  assorting  charges  has  not  been  justified. 

An  order  will  be  entered  requiring  the  canceUation  of  the  proposed 
schedules  and  discontinuing  this  proceeding,  without  prejudice  to 
the  publication  of  schedules  establishing  upon  not  less  than  five  days' 
notice,  charges  not  in  excess  of  those  herein  found  justified. 
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No.  11709. 
HERCULES  MINING  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  AND  NORTHERN 
PACIFIC  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


Svltmitte*  June  Si,  19tl.    Decided  Jmmtv  17,  1922. 


1.  SblpnwntB  of  ores  and  concentntes.  Id   carloads,  from  Bnrka,  Idako,  to 

Wallace,  Idalio,  between  Jane  2S  and  November  UT,  1S18,  IndaalTC,  fonnd 
to  bBTe  been  oTercharged.    Reparation  awarded. 

2.  Rata  cdiarEed  on  similar  Bliipmenta  between  November  30,  IttlS,  and  Harcb 

1,  1920,  found  applicable. 

A,  P.  Bamstedt  and  JofM  B.  Wourm*  for  complaiatAt. 

E.  J.  Cannon,  JoAn  F.  Fmerty,  D.  F.  Lyont,  and  B.  W.  Scandrett 
for  defendants. 

Report  of  the  Comiiuioif. 
DiviaioN  3,  CouuissioNERs  Hall,  Eastman,  akd  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

Ezceptions  were  filed  b;  complainant  and  the  Director  General 
of  Railroads,  as  Agent,  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner,  and 
the  case  was  orallj  argued  before  us. 

Complainant  is  a  mining  partnership  operating  a  lead  and  silver 
mine  at  Burke,  Idaho,  and  a  mill  and  concentrator  at  Wallace, 
Idaho.  By  complaint  filed  August  7,  1920,  it  alleges  that  the  rate 
of  20  cents  collected  on  numerous  carload  shipments  of  ores  and 
concentrates  which  moved  from  Burke  to  Wallace  over  the  Northern 
Pacific,  hereinafter  called  defendant,  between  June  25,  1918,  and 
March  1,  1920,  was  illegal,  and  that  the  legal  rst«  was  15.5  oents. 
We  are  asked  to  award  reparation.  Rates  are  stated  in  cents  per 
ton  of  2,000  pounds. 

The  issue  is  one  of  tariff  interpretation.  Prior  to  June  25,  1918, 
the  rate  applicable  on  this  traffic  was  12.5  ixats.  Ob  that  date  (!»• 
fendant's  special  supplement  containing  the  increases  authorized  by 
general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  became 
^ective.   This  supplement  provided  in  part  as  follows : 

« 1.  c.  a 
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Bvm. 
Bates  iw  cknth  (Except  Onta  pet  Car) 

1.  Wlwre  rates  oamed  In  tarHTB  or  prior  snppIeBKnts  thereto,  m  enOBerated 
herelii.  In  cents  per  taimdred  pounds,  per  package,  per  ton.  per  shlpnieat,  or  other 
unit  (except  rates  in  cents  per  car — see  Rule  6)  are  Included  in  the  flKiires 
shown  In  C^olunm  A,  the  rates  shown  opposite  thereto  In  Colnmn  B  wiil  apply. 

Rates  in  ooujias  pes  tor, 

4.  Where  tariff  or  prior  supplement  thereto,  as  enumerated  herein,  nannes 
rates  in  dollars,  or  dollars  and  cents,  pec  net  or  gross  ton,  use  the  equlralent  In 
cents  per  net  or  gross  ton  and  apply  rate  in  ColumD  B  opposite  such  flcnrss,  sub- 
ject to  Rule  S(h). 


(b)  Rates  perTvn. 

Amounts  Of  less  than  five  (5)  cents,  drop  the  odd  cents;  thus — (1.13  when  the 
odd  3  cents  are  dropped  will  be  $1.10  per  ton. 

Amounts  of  five  (5)  cents  or  more,  bnt  less  than  ten  (10)  cents,  convert  to  ten 
<10)  cents;  thus— $1.18  when  the  odd  8  cents  are  cooTerted  t«  10  cents  will  be 
$1.20  per  ton. 

The  rate  set  forth  in  column  B  opposite  the  rat«  of  12.6  cents  in 
column  A  was  15.5  cents,  but  defendant  by  applying  rule  8(b)  col- 
lected a  rate  of  20  cents  on  complainant's  shipments. 

That  rule  applied  only  to  rates  quoted  in  dollars  or  dollars  and 
cents  per  ton.  It  did  not,  and  could  not  by  any  reasonable  interpreta- 
tion, qualify  rule  1,  which  was  complete  in  itself  Mid  specifically 
provided  that  the  rates  shown  in  column  B  of  the  table  printed  in 
the  supplement  would  apply  when  rates  were  stated  in  cents  per  ton 
or  other  unit 

Effective  November  20,  1918,  a  specific  rate  of  20  cents  on  this 
trafiic  was  established.  But  complainant  contends  that  the  15.5- 
cent  rate  remained  in  effect  because  the  new  tariff  carried  a  note  that 
"This  tariff  contains  no  changes  in  rates  from  those  published  effec- 
tive June  25,  1918,"  and  because  the  item  naming  the  20-cent  rate  did 
not  bear  a  symbol  indicating  an  increase  over  the  previous  rate,  as 
required  by  our  Tarif  Circular  18-A.  This  contention  is  without 
merit  The  tariff  publishing  the  20-cent  rate  and  canceling  the  pre- 
vious tariff  conformed  with  the  essential  requirements  of  the  act 
and  was  lawfully  on  file  with  us.  The  legality  of  the  20-cent  rate 
was  not  affected  by  the  note  last  quoted,  which  was  an  erroneous 
generalization,  or  by  the  omission  of  a  symbol  indicating  increase. 

We  find  that  the  applicable  rates  were  15.5  cents  from  June  25  to 
November  19,  1918,  inclusive,  and  20  cents  thereafter.  We  further 
find  that  from  June  25  to  November  19,  1918,  inclusive,  complainant 
made  shipments  of  ores  and  concentrates,  in  carloads^  from  Borke  to 
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Wallace  and  paid  and  bore  charges  thereon  at  a  rate  of  20  cents; 
that  it  has  been  overcharged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between 
the  charges  paid  and  thoae  that  would  have  accrued  at  the  applicable 
rate  of  16.5  cents ;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest. 
Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Bules  of  Practice. 


No.  10467. 
BOSTON  CHAMBEH  OF  COMMERCE  ET  AL. 

V. 

DIKECTOE  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  GRAND  TRUNK 
RAILWAY  COMPANY  OF  CANADA,  ET  AU 


SubmUtei  November  li,  1921.    D«oUed  Janttarv  9,  imt. 


0pon  reargnment  of  the  matters  coTered  by  tlie  former  report,  S6  I.  C.  C.  78, 
charges  collected  on  carload  shlpmenta  of  grala  coiulKned  to  points  in  New 
England  or  to  New  England  gatewajB  and  subBettueatlf  leconslgned,  foomd 
nnreasonable.    Retnration  awarded. 
W.  H.  CJumdUr  for  complainants. 
W.  W.  Meyer  iot  defendants. 

REron'  OF  the  Coumission  on  Reabquiibnt, 
Mbtsk,  CoTwmitxioner: 

In  this  proceeding  we  had  under  consideration,  among  other  things, 
the  reconsigmnent  rule  of  defendants  which  provided  as  follows: 

If  a  car  bas  been  placed  for  nnloadlng  at  original  billed  destination  and  refor- 
warded  tberefrom  wltbont  belns  unloaded,  to  a  point  outside  of  the  Bwltchin( 
limits,  It  will  be  subject  to  the  published  rates  to  and  from  the  point  of  recon- 
signment,  plus  five  dollars  ((SXK))  per  car  reconslgnment  charge,  except  tbat 
in  no  case  shall  the  total  charge  be  less  than  the  charge  based  on  the  tbrousb 
rate  from  point  of  origin  to  final  destination,  plus  $G.OO  per  car  reconslgnment 
charge. 

In  our  original  report,  59  I.  C.  C,  73,  80,  we  found : 

We  are  of  the  opinion  and  find  that  the  role  la  unreasonable  in  so  far  as  It 
falls  to  provide  that,  when  requested  In  writing  by  persons  pn^wrly  authorized, 
agents  at  first  billed  destination  will  hold  all  ears  for  the  named  consignee  and 
notify  Bodi  consignee  at  his  poet  office  address  of  all  such  cars  raacUng  tola 
station  and  so  Iield,  and  that  on  sncb  cars,  if  aubseqitently  reconaigned,  tbe 
tfarongh  rate  applicable  via  tbe  diverting  point  will  be  applied  from  orlglaal 
ablpplng  point  to  final  destination,  plus  the  reconslgnlng  diarges. 

M1.U.CI. 
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Subsequently  the  carriers  amended  their  tariffs  to  provide  that  if  a 
car  has  been  placed  for  anloading  on  a  public  delivery  track  but  has 
not  been  unloaded  or  accepted  by  consignee  or  owner,  it  will  be  recon- 
slgned  at  (he  through  rates  plus  reconagninent  charges. 

Prior  to  our  report  in  SecoTiaignment  Com,  47  I.  C.  C,  590,  the 
New  England  carriers  made  special  provision  for  reconsignment  at 
New  England  gateways  designated  as  "  hold  points,"  whereby  ship- 
ments destined  to  points  in  New  England  reaching  the  gateway 
points  were  held  for  reconmgnment  instructions  and  afterward  re- 
consigned  at  the  through  rate  plus  a  reconsignment  charge. 

Shipm«it8  of  grain  were  made  from  various  western  points  con- 
signed to  complainants  or  to  the  order  of  the  consignors,  with  in- 
structions to  notify  complainants,  destined  to  points  in  New  Eng- 
land or  to  "hold  points,"  and  were  reconsigned  to  other  points  in 
New  England.  The  defendants  assessed  the  combination  of  local 
rates  to  and  from  the  reconsignment  point  on  shipments  which  had 
been  constructively  placed  for  unloading.  They  conceded  that  where 
cars  bad  not  been  actually  placed  for  unloading,  such  rates  had  been 
improperly  assessed.  We  found  that  refund  should  be  made  of 
charges  in  excess  of  the  through  rates  plus  reconsignment  charges; 
but  on  shipments  which  were  actually  placed  for  unloading  prior  to 
the  receipt  of  reconsignment  orders  reparation  was  not  awarded. 

Upon  petition  of  complainants,  the  proceeding  was  reopened  for 
reargument  upon  the  question  of  reparation. 

In  the  Beoontignment  Case,  supra,  at  page  624,  we  said : 

Tbe  proitosal  of  the  New  Bngland  railroads  to  withdraw  tHelr  Bpedal  at- 
TangemeDtB  for  reconslgnlng  at  tbe  New  BDglaDd  gatewars  Is  not  Justified 
apOTi  tbe  record.  No  evidence  was  offered  In  support  of  this  proposal.  The 
application  of  freight  rates  from  tbe. billed  destination  to  a  new  deetloatlon, 
alttaongh  less  than  locals,  would  often  result  In  much  higher  charges  than  ere 
proposed  for  similar  services  in  trunk  line  territory  and  In  other  portions  of 
Oie  country.  Most  of  tbe  rates  on  this  traffic  are  the  same  to  all  New  England 
points.  Upon  thbi  record  there  appears  to  be  no  reason  why  tbe  New  England 
carriers  sbonld  not  be  permitted  to  make  effective  at  these  so-called  hold  points 
Qie  reconsignment  charges  which  are  approved  In  this  report 

Complainants  assert  that  notwithstanding  our  finding,  cars  either 
were  not  stopped  at  the  "  hold  points "  but  were  forwarded  to  the 
original  destination  and  placed  for  unloading,  or  were  placed  for 
unloading  at  the  "  hold  points,"  although  the  carriers'  agents  knew 
the  consignees  were  not  located  at  such  points;  and  that  combinations 
of  local  rates  plus  reconsignment  charges  were  assessed  instead  of 
the  through  rates  to  final  destination,  plus  reconsignment  charges. 

Had  the  tariffs  provided  for  reconsignment  at  hold  points  under 
the  conditions  which  were  in  effect  prior  to  our  decision  in  the  Becon- 
tignment  Case,  tupra,  or  had  the  rules  subsequently  established  bean 
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in  effect,  the  shipmenta  would  have  been  charged  the  through  rate 
plus  the  reconsignment  charge.  Defendants  have  stated  that  they 
are  willing  to  make  refund  if  authorized  b;  ns  to  do  so. 

Reference  is  made  b;  the  representative  of  complainants  to  ship- 
ments of  other  dealers,  not  complainants  or  interveners  in  this  pro- 
ceeding. While  these  claims  have  been  called  to  our  attention  infor- 
mally, they  are  not  involved  in  this  case  and  reparation  on  such 
shipments  can  not  be  awarded  herein.  Application  should  be  made 
on  the  special  docket. 

Under  the  circumstances  of  this  case  we  find  that  the  charges 
assessed  upon  the  shipments  in  issue  were  imreasonahle  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  the  charges  which  would  have  accrued  had  the 
tariffs  of  defendants  provided  for  reconsignment  at  the  "hold 
points"  under  conditions  which  were  in  effect  prior  to  our  report 
in  the  Reconsignment  Case,  at  the  reconsignment  charges  in  effect 
at  the  time  the  shipments  moved. 

We  further  Snd  that  complainants,  Alpine  McLean  Company, 
W.  D.  Fulton,  Webster-Tapper  Company,  and  Campbell  &  Bumham, 
received  shipments  as  described,  and  to  the  extent  that  they  paid  and 
bore  the  freight  charges  thereon  were  damaged  thereby  in  the 
amount  of  the  difference  between  the  rates  charged  and  the  rates 
which  would  have  accrued  had  the  tariffs  provided  for  reconsignment 
at  "  hold  points  "  under  conditions  which  were  in  effect  prior  to  our 
report  in  the  Reconsignment  Case,  at  the  reconsignment  charges  in 
effect  at  the  time  the  shipments  moved;  and  that  they  are  entitled  to 
reparation  with  interest.  With  respect  to  shipments  of  some  of  the 
complainants,  the  record  does  not  show  that  they  paid  and  bore  the 
freight  charges.  Complainants  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the 
Rules  of  Practice,  accompanying  statements  respecting  shipments  h; 
appropriate  proof  in  the  form  of  affidavits  that  the  fright  charges 
were  paid  and  borne  by  them.  Defendants  do  not  object  to  this  form 
of  proof. 
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No.  11675. 

NYE  SCHNEIDER  FOWLER  COMPANY 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CHICAGO  &  NORTH 
WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  July  1,  1921.    Dectdeii  Janvarv  n,  19Si. 


Rates  on  cosl,  In  carloads,  from  points  In  Colorado,  Wyoming.  Kansas,  and 
Arkansas  to  destinations  In  lona  and  Nebraska  found  not  nnreasonable. 
Complaint  dismissed. 
W.  6.  KeUogg  for  complftinant. 

Robert  H.  Widdicombe  for  Director  General,  as  Agent,  and  Chicago 
&  North  Western  Railway  Company ;  Elmer  L.  Brock  for  Denver  A 
Salt  Lake  Railroad  Company ;  and  C.  Frankenberger  for  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company. 

RbFOKT  of  THZ  COMIOBBION. 

DmstoN  3,  CoHUissioNCBB  Hau.,  Eastman,  and  Cahfbsll. 
Bt  DrviBioN  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  dealing  in  coal  at  Fremont,  Nebr.,  al- 
leges that  the  combination  rates  assessed  on  36  carloads  of  coal 
shipped  from  July  to  November,  1918,  inclusive,  from  points 
in  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Kansas,  and  Arkansas  to  points  in 
Iowa  and  Nebraska  were  unjust  and  unreasonable  to  the  ex- 
tent that  they  exceeded  joint  rates  subsequently  established.  Rep- 
aration only  is  sought..  Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  ton 
of  2,000  pounda 

The  shipments  consisted  of  lump,  grate,  nut,  and  slack  coal.  Most 
of  them  originated  on  the  Denver  &  Salt  Lake  and  were  moved  by 
that  carrier  and  its  connections,  the  Union  Pacific  or  Chicago,  Bur- 
lington &  Quincy,  to  Council  Bluffs  or  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  or  to  Fre- 
mont or  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  beyond  these  junctions  over  the  Chicago 
&  North  Western.   The  haul  was  three  line  on  all  but  three  shipments. 

The  applicable  rates  were  combinations  of  joint  or  local  rat«s  to 
the  junction  points  and  local  rates  beyond.    For  example,  the  rate 
from  MacGregor,  Wyo.,  to  Ute,  Iowa,  839  miles,  was  $5.90,  com- 
posed of  rates  of  $4.70  to  Council  Bluftg  and  $1.20  beyond.    The 
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joint  rate  subsequently  established  was  $5.62.    Some  shipments  wen 
undercharged  and  others  overcharged. 

The  complaint  grows  out  of  the  increase  on  June  25,  1918,  under 
general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Kailroads,  of  each 
factor  composing  the  combinations.  Complainant  contends  that 
such  increase  was  not  authorized  by  that  order,  and  to  support  this 
contention  and  show  the  intent  of  the  Kailroad  Administration  re- 
fers to  the  subsequently  established  joint  rates  constructed  by  tJie 
addition  of  a  angle  increase  to  the  aggregates  of  the  several  factors 
in  effect  prior  to  that  date.  It  also  refers  to  freight  rate  authority 
No.  10,  but  the  evidence  shows  that  this  authority  was  not  issued 
because  the  "  double  "  increase  was  deemed  unreasonable  but  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  restoring  rate  relationships  and  that  it  was  subse- 
quently canceled. 

Prior  to  the  war  coal  had  not  moved  from  Colorado  to  territory 
east  of  Fremont  and  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Under  normal  conditions  Iowa 
was  considered  too  remote  to  be  a  natural  market,  especially  for 
coal  from  mines  west  of  the  continental  divide.  The  joint  rates  are 
said  to  have  been  established  to  assist  the  Fuel  Administration  in 
supplying  the  Iowa  district  at  that  time.  Defendants  insist  thht 
the  voluntary  reductions  thereby  brought  about  afford  no  basis  for 
condemning  the  combination  rates  previously  maintained,  combina- 
tions being  the  recognized  basis  of  rates  on  coal  from  this  territory. 

Complainant  offers  no  evidence  to  show  that  the  rates  assailed 
were  unreasonable  per  ee  or  in  comparison  with  other  rates  oa 
coal.  Defendants'  evidence  shows  that  they  were  uniformly  lower, 
although  maintained  under  less  favorable  operating  conditions,  than 
the  rates  for  comparable  distances  contemporaneously  maintained 
from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Colorado  points  and  from  Duluth,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Montana.  It  is  testified  that  the  factor  from  Rock  Springs, 
Wyo.,  to  Fremont,  assessed  by  the  Union  Pacific  on  two  shipments 
to  Hooper,  Nebr.,  had  been  voluntarily  reduced  to  a  basis  lower  than 
that  found  reasonable  in  Nebratka  State  RaUway  Commission  v. 
U.  P.  R.  R.  Co.,  13  I.  C.  C,  349.  Other  evidence  shows  the  com- 
parative reasonableness  of  various  factors,  the  high  cost  of  service 
on  the  lines  serving  the  Colorado  mines,  due  to  excessive  grades  and 
curvatures,  and  the  large  empty  return  movement. 

The  application  of  general  increases  to  the  several  factors  doee 
not,  in  and  of  itself,  warrant  a  condemnation  of  the  increased  aggre- 
gate rate.  National  Supply  Co.  v.  C,  M.  dk  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  57 1.  C.  C, 
739.  The  situation  here  presented  differs  from  those  in  the  cases 
cited  by  complainant.  Michigan  BuHders''  Supply  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  63  I.  C.  C,  849. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  unjust  or  unreasonable 
and  the  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12039. 
ROMANN  &  BUSH  PIG  IRON  &  COKE  COMPANY 

V, 

DIRECTOB  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  MISSOURI  PACIFIC 
RAILROAD  COMPANT,  ET  AL. 


JSvbmffMd  JvJy  8,  19tl.    Deolded  Januarv  17,  l$tt. 


Bates  on  amltliliig  coal,  In  carloads,  from  mines  In  Fenns^lvanla  and  Weat 
TlrgtDla,  sacked  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  forwarded  to  destinations  In 
western  territory,  fonnd  not  unreaBonable  or  otherwlBe  nnlawfuL  Com- 
plaint dismissed. 

WiUiam  Voderberg  for  complainant. 

John  P.  Finerty  and  Aleai  M.  Bull  for  Director  General,  as  Agent 

Jamea  StUhoeU  for  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

B.  O.  Herbd  for  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company. 
Report  of  the  CoHHisaioN. 
Di¥iai0N  8,  CoHxissioMXHS  Hau.,  Eastman,  and  Caufbell. 
Bt  DmsioN  3: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  dealing  in  pig  iron,  coke,  and  coal  at 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  alleges  that  the  rates  charged  after  June  24,  1918,  on 
gmiUiing  coal,  in  carloads,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  and  West 
Yirginia  to  St.  Louis,  there  sacked  and  forwarded  to  points  in  west- 
em  trunk  line,  trans-Missouri,  and  southwestern  lines  territories, 
were,  and  that  the  present  rates  are,  unreasonable  and  unduly  preju* 
dicial  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the  rates  in  effect  prior  to 
June  25, 1918,  plus  a  single  increafie  of  40  cents  per  net  ton.  We  are 
asked  to  prescribe  rates  which  will  permit  the  sacking  of  mnithing 
coal  at  St.  Louis  on  the  basis  of  the  general  adjustment  maintained 
prior  to  June  25, 1918,  and  to  award  reparation. 

For  several  years  complainant  has  purchased  smithing  coal  in 
Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia,  which  is  shipped  in  box  cars  to- 
its  yards  at  St.  Louis.  Much  of  the  coal  is  there  placed  in  sacks 
for  the  convenience  of  complainant's  customers.  The  sacking  is 
done  by  complainant's  employees  in  the  original  cars,  in  which  the 
sacked  coal  is  usually  reshipped.  As  complainant  takes  possesion 
of  the  cars  at  St.  Louis  and  new  shipping  instructions  are  tiiere 
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issued,  the  movements  to  and  from  St.  Louis  are  entirely  distinct 
and  separate  from  a  transportation  and  traffic  standpoint. 

When  complainant  hegan  sacking  coal  at  St.  Louis,  it  was  able 
to  do  so  at  no  greater  transportation  cost  than  would  have  been 
incurred  in  sacking  at  points  of  origin  or  destination,  as  through 
rates  to  the  west  and  southwest  were  constructed  by  combination  on 
the  Mississippi  Kiver.  The  increases  provided  by  general  order 
No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  were  made  in  the 
rates  both  on  the  inbound  bulk  coal  to  complainant's  yards,  and 
the  outbound  sacked  coal,  while,  under  the  same  order  as  modified 
by  freight  rat«  authority  No.  10,  the  rates  on  through  ^ipments 
of  bulk  coal  made  by  combination  on  St.  Louis  were  subjected  to 
but  one  increase,  applied  in  accordance  with  the  "combination 
clauses,"  incorporated  in  the  governing  tariffs.  The  consequent 
disruption  of  the  parity  between  the  through  rates  on  bulk  coal 
and  the  rates  on  coal  sacked  at  St.  Louis  is  the  basis  of  complainant's 
grievance.  It  appears  that  after  the  complaint  was  filed  several 
of  the  carriers  at  St.  Louis  established  transit  arrangements  afford- 
ing complainant  the  relief  sought,  but  the  record  is  not  clear  as 
to  the  extent  to  which  the  complaint  has  been  satisfied. 

Complainant  offered  no  evidence  bearing  on  the  reasonableness 
of  the  rates  assailed,  but  contends  that  the  adjustment  in  effect 
prior  to  June  25,  1918,  should  be  restored;  that  its  shipments  are 
through  shipments  and  it  is  unreasonable  to  apply  the  increase  to 
each  factor  of  the  through  rates  applicable  thereon  while  applying 
only  one  increase  to  the  through  rates  applicable  on  shipments  of 
bulk  coal,  and  that  the  "combination  clauses"  referred  to  should 
be  construed  as  applying  to  coal  sacked  at  St.  Louis.  Those  clauses 
relate  specifically  to  through  continuous  movementB,  while  the  coal 
sacked  by  complainant  moves  into  and  out  of  its  yards  in  distinct 
and  separate  shipments.  To  grant  complainant  the  future  relief 
for  which  it  prays,  in  so  far  as  its  complaint  has  not  already  been 
satisfied  by  voluntary  action  of  the  carriers,  would  apparently 
require  the  entry  of  an  order  prescribing  reshipping  rates  or  transit 
arrangements  at  St.  Louis.  The  record  does  not  afford  the  basis 
for  such  an  order. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  and  are  not  nnreasonable 
or  otherwise  unlawful.  An  order  will  be  entered  dismissing  the 
complaint. 
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Ko.  12182. 
DAHLING  &  COMPANY 


DIRECTOE  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Svbmilted  July  18,  1$SI.    Decided  January  17,  19£t. 


Bates  on  BDlmal  tankage,  In  c&rloada,  from  Chicago,  IIL,  to  Little  Rock,  Ark., 
found  not  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawfuL    Complaint  dismissed. 

Luth^  M.  Walter  for  complainant. 

W.  B.  Kiiight,  John  F.  Finerty,  and  Fred  W.  Eeid  for  defendant 

RePOBT  or  THE  CoHmssioN. 
DmeioN  3,  CoHioasioNBBs  Hall,  Eabthan,  and  Cahfrell. 
By  Division  3 ; 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  manufacturing  fertilizers  at  Chicago, 
111.,  alleges  that  the  rate  charged  on  eight  carloads  of  tankage, 
shipped  during  January,  1918,  from  Chicago  to  Little  Rock,  Ark., 
were  unreasonable  and  in  violation  of  the  long-and-short-haul  pro- 
vision of  the  act.  Reparation  only  is  sought.  Rates  will  be  stated 
in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  tankage  shipped  was  made  from  the  remains  of  animals,  was 
used  as  a  fertilizer,  and  was  shipped  in  bulk  in  paper-lined  cars. 

The  shipments  moved,  as  routed  by  complainant,  over  the  Chi- 
cago &  Eastern  Illinois  and  the  St.  Louis  Southwestern,  633  miles. 
Charges  were  collected  at  the  applicable  joint  class  rate  of  23  cents, 
constructed  by  adding  to  the  class-E  rate  of  18  cents  from  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  to  Little  Rock,  the  class-E  arbitrary  of  5  cents.  A  commodity 
rate  of  26.5  cents  became  effective  October  6,  1919,  and  in  the  mean- 
time the  class  rate  was  increased  to  29  cents. 

Complainant  contends  that  the  rate  charged  was  unreasonable  to 
the  extent  that  it  exceeded  21  cents,  which  it  states  would  represent 
the  rate  subsequently  established  minus  the  25  per  cent  increase 
anthorized  by  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of 
Railroads. 

It  comporee  the  rate  chained  with  rates  contemporaneously  in 
effect  on  this  commodity  from  and  to  other  points,  such  as  21  cents 
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from  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  Little  Rock,  721  miles ;  16  cents  from  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  to  Little  Rock,  527  miles;  and  16  cents  from  Chicago  to 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  634  miles.  Emphasis  is  also  placed  on  the  rat«  of 
28  cents  then  in  effect  from  Chicago  to  Shreveport,  to  which  Little 
Rock  is  directly  intermediate  and  216  miles  less  distant. 

Defendant  contends  that  the  23-cent  rate  was  not  unreasonable, 
and  shows  that  at  the  time  of  movement  the  terminal  expenses  at 
Chicago  were  about  $13  per  car;  that  the  wage  increase  under  gen- 
eral order  No,  27  of  the  Director  General  was  made  retroactive  to 
January  1,  1918;  and  that  conditions  in  the  nature  of  increased 
operating  expenses  which  general  order  No.  28  was  intended  to 
cover  existed  during  the  period  of  movement.  Defendant  asserts 
that  comparisons  with  rates  to  Memphis  and  Shreveport  are  not 
significant,  because  the  latter  were  depressed  by  water  competition, 
citing  Fourth  Section  VioUUioru  in  the  Southeast^  SO  I.  C.  C,  153, 
in  which  we  permitted  lower  rates  to  be  continued  from  Chicago  to 
Memphis  and  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  than  to  intermediate  points.  De- 
fendant also  relies  upon  Virginia-CaroUna  Chemical  Co.  v.  Direc- 
tor General,  60  I.  C,  C,  877,  in  which  we  sustained  as  reasonable  a 
rate  of  19  cents  on  tankage  manufactured  from  leather  scraps,  which 
moved  between  November,  1918,  and  January,  1919,  both  inclusive, 
from  Curtis  Bay,  Md.,  to  Pinners  Point,  Va.,  308  miles. 

The  sale  price  of  these  shipments  was  over  $60  per  ton.  The 
actual  loading  was  50,000  pounds  per  car.  The  rate  assailed  yielded 
ton-mile  and  car-mile  earnings  of  7.3  mills  and  18.2  cents,  respec- 
tively.    The  evidence  discloses  no  fourth  section  departure. 

We  find  that  the  rate  assailed  was  not  unreasonable  or  otherwise 
unlawful.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12110. 
MIDCONTINENT  EQUIPMENT  &  MACHINETtY  COMPANY 


CHICAGO  &  ALTON  RAILROAD  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


SubmUttd  July  18,  IStl.    Dtctdti  January  11,  latt. 


Rate  on  Bteel  rails,  In  carloada,  from  St  Loula,  Mo.,  to  Sprissfleld,  111.,  found 
onrsaaonable.  Reasonable  mudmiuu  rata  pr«scrib«d  for  th«  fatar*  and 
reparation  awarded. 

J.  D.  Fidler  for  complainant. 
/.  A.  BehrU  for  defendants. 

KlPOItT  07  THX  CoHHiaSIOM. 

Division  S,  CoMHissiomu  TTai.t.^  EAiriuN,  i,nd  Cahfbeu. 
By  Division  8: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  dealing  in  rails  at  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
alleges  that  the  rate  charged  by  defendants  on  one  carload  of  steel 
rails  forwarded  from  St.  Louis  to  Springfield,  111.,  on  March  25, 1920, 
was,  and  that  the  present  rate  is,  unjust  and  unreasonable.  We  are 
asked  to  award  reparation  and  to  establish  a  just  and  reasonable  rate 
for  the  future.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds  unless 
otherwise  indicated. 

The  shipment  weighed  45,500  pounds  and  moved  over  the  Missouri 
Pacific,  Terminal  of  St.  Louis,  and  Chicago  &  Alton,  99  miles. 
Charges  of  $56.8S  were  collected  at  the  applicable  rate  of  12.6  cents, 
equivalent  to  $2.80  per  long  ton. 

For  several  years  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  the  rate  had  been  7,5 
cents.  On  that  date,  pursuant  to  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director 
General  of  Railroads,  it  was  increased  to  9.5  cents.  This  rate  was  a 
ninth-class  rate  governed  by  the  Illinois  classification.  Consolidated 
classification  No,  1,  effective  December  30,  1919,  provided  a  sixth- 
class  rating  on  railway  track  rails.  On  February  15, 1920,  the  sixth- 
class  rate  from  St.  Louis  to  Springfield  was  made  12.5  cents  and  on 
August  26,  1920,  17.5  cents.  Reparation  is  sought  to  t^e  basis  of 
$1.90  per  long  ton. 

When  the  shipment  moved  a  commodity  rate  of  $2.40  per  long  ton 
on  steel  rails  was  in  effect  from  points  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  and  the 
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Terminal  of  St.  Louis  at  St.  Louis  to  points  on  the  Chicago  Sc  Alton 
north  of  Springfield,  for  distances  up  to  200  miles.  There  ivas  also 
contemporaneously  in  effect  a  commodity  rate  of  $2.40  per  long  ton 
from  St.  Louis  to  Chicago,  over  the  Chicago  &,  Alton,  284  miles,  and 
the  tariff  was  subject  to  rule  77  of  our  Tariff  Circular  18-A.  On 
August  26,  1920,  these  rates  were  increased  to  $3.36  per  long  ton. 

Complainant  points  out  that  between  November  16,  1914,  and 
January  11,  1921,  the  rata  to  Springfield  was  increased  much  more 
than  the  rate  to  Chicago.  The  revenue  per  net  ton-mile  is  2.5  cents 
under  the  rate  charged  and  7.5  mills  under  the  rate  oontemporane- 
ously  in  effect  to  Chicago,  Tlie  distance  to  Chicago  is  more  than 
twice  that  to  Springfield  and  normally  the  earnings  per  ton-mile 
should  be  somewhat  less  for  greater  distances.  Complainant  also 
compares  the  rate  charged  with  contemporaneous  rates  of  19  and  12.5 
cents  from  Chicago  and  St.  Ix)uis,  respectively,  to  Kansas  City,  t&o.^ 
483  and  284  miles,  respectively. 

There  was  contemporaneously  in  effect  a  rate  of  $2.40  per  long 
ton  from  St.  Louis  to  Springfield  over  various  other  lines  for  dis- 
tances from  100  to  148  miles.  This  rote,  which  was  increased  to 
$3.36  on  August  26,  1920,  is  virtually  part  of  a  group  adjustment 
and  defendants  assert  that  it  would  be  affected  if  the  rate  assailed 
were  reduced. 

Defendants  compare  the  rate  a-ssailed  with  a  rate  of  12  cents,  since 
increased  to  17  cents,  on  bridge  and  structural  iron  and  steel  articles 
from  St.  Louis  to  Springfield,  and  the  present  rate  with  a  rate  of 
$3.36  per  long  ton  on  rails  from  Chicago  to  Niles,  Mich.,  over  the 
Michigan  Central,  83  miles,  to  Plymouth,  Ind, ;  over  the  Pittsburgh, 
Cincinnati,  Chicago  4  St.  Louis,  84  miles;  and  to  Milford  Junction, 
Ind.,  over  the  Baltimore  &.  Ohio,  103  miles. 

We  find  that  the  rate  charged  was  unreasonable  to  the  ext«nt  that 
it  exceeded  $2.40  per  long  ton,  and  that  the  present  rate  is,  and  for 
the  future  will  be,  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeds  or 
may  exceed  $2.40  per  long  ton,  subject  to  the  increase  authorized  in 
Increated  Rates,  1920,  58  I.  C.  C,  220 ;  that  complainant  made  the 
shipment  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  it 
has  been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the 
charges  paid  and  those  that  would  have  accrued  at  the  rate  herein 
found  to  have  been  reasonable ;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation 
in  the  sum  of  $8.14,  with  interest. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.  12097. 

GEORGE  F.  AMBROSE 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


SubmtttM  JtUy  IS,  19tl,    Decided  January  17,  192S. 


MlDltDnm  welEbt  applicable  oa  'fir  plUng,  In  triple  carloads,  from  Kulsban, 
Wash.,  to  Belllngham,  Wasb.,  during  federal  control,  fouDd  uoreaaonabls. 
Reparation  awarded. 

Glenn  R,  Madison  for  complainant. 

John  F.  FineHy,  Thomaa  M.  Woodward^  A.  J.  LauffTion,  and  K  M. 
Dudley  for  defendant 

RspoBT  ar  the  Commission. 
Division  3,  Cohhissionbss  Hau<,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner. 

Complainant,  a  dealer  in  poles  and  piling  at  Bellin^am,  Wash., 
by  complaint  filed  January  5,  1921,  alleges  that  by  the  application 
of  excessive  minimum  weights  unreasonable  chai^;es  were  collected 
for  the  transportation  of  fir  piling,  in  double  and  triple  carloads, 
from  Kulshan,  Wash.,  to  Belllngham,  daring  the  period  from  June 
2S,  1918,  to  August  2,  1919.  We  are  asked  to  award  reparation. 
Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  Belllngham  &  Northern,  which,  * 
during  that  period,  was  under  federal  control. 

At  the  time  of  movement  the  minimum  weight  for  single  and  double 
carloads  was  the  marked  capacity  of  car  for  each  car  used,  and  the 
rate  2.fi  cents.  For  triple  loads,  the  minimum  wwg^t  was  40,000 
pounds  for  each  car  used,  and  the  rate  4  cents.  The  minimum  charge 
of  $15  per  car,  established  by  the  Director  Graieral  of  Railroads  under 
general  order  No.  28,  was  also  applicable. 

Most  of  the  shipments  consisted  of  triple  loads,  and  in  the  ma- 
jority of  instances  flat  cars  of  60,000  and  70,000  pounds  capacity 
were  used.  These  cars  were  old  and  in  bad  condition.  Considerable 
diiBcnlty  was  experienced  by  defendant  in  transporting  the  piling 
on  these  cars,  and  complainant  was  requested  not  to  load  them  vety 


MLaa 


^cibyGoOl^lc 


154  niTEBSTATE  COHMEBCB  OOUlOSSIOir  SBPOBTB. 

heavily.  In  triple  loading  the  piling  rests  on  bunla  placed  on  the 
first  and  third  cars,  the  middle  car  being  an  idler.  The  master  car 
builders'  rules  provide  that  the  weight  resting  on  each  end  car  shall 
not  exceed  two-thirds  of  the  marked  capacity  of  that  car.  When 
cars  of  70,000'pound  capacity  were  used  not  more  than  about  46,000 
pounds  could  properly  rest  upon  each  first  or  third  car,  and,  ^ce 
the  idler  carried  no  weight,  a  triple  load  could  not  properly  exceed 
92,000  pounds,  which  was  28,000  poimds  less  than  the  triple-load 
minimum.  Toward  the  latter  part  of  the  period  of  movement  quite 
a  number  of  larger  and  better  cars  were  furnished  and  some,  at  least, 
were  capable  of  loading  to  the  prescribed  minimum.  None  of  the 
cars  was  weighed. 

Complainant  questions  the  propriety  of  charging  a  minimum 
weight  of  120,000  pounds  on  a  triple  load,  when  the  actual  weight 
of  the  majority  of  the  shipments  apparently  did  not  materially  ex- 
ceed 92,000  pounds.  Effective  August  2,  1919,  the  Director  Gen- 
eral provided  a  minimum  weight  of  60,000  pounds  on  single  loads, 
with  a  rate  of  2.5  cents,  and  of  33,000  pounds  on  double  and  triple 
loads  for  each  car  used,  with  a  rate  of  4  cents.  Complainant  a^cs 
retroactive  effect  of  the  latter  minimum  on  triple  loads,  subject  to 
the  minimum  charge  of  $15  per  car.  Beparation  to  this  basis  would 
amount  to  $1  per  car.  The  charges  on  double  loads  would  not  be 
affected  by  an  application  of  the  subsequently  established  minimum 
weight  because  of  the  $16  per  car  minimum  charge.  When  the  ship- 
ments moved  the  33,000-pound  minimum  applied  on  transcontinental 
traffic  and  locally  in  the  Pacific  northwest  on  luies  other  than  the 
Bellingham  &  Korthem. 

The  distance  from  Kulshan  to  Bellingham  is  22.5  miles,  and  the 
minimum  earnings  per  car  on  the  triple  carload  shipments  were  $16. 
Defendant  regards  such  earnings  as  unusually  low,  particularly  as 
*  the  cars  were  returned  empty.  During  this  period  fir  piling  was 
worth  from  25  to  50  per  cent  more  than  in  December,  1917,  and  was 
still  more  valuable  as  compared  with  prices  in  1916,  cars  were  scarce, 
and  shippers  were  glad  to  get  whatever  equipment  was  available. 
Defendant  contends  that  the  value  of  the  service  was  such  as  to  jus- 
tify the  charges  coUected. 

There  is  no  basis  for  a  finding  that  the  charges  on  the  double  loads 
were  unreasonable.  We  find  that  the  charges  applicable  oa  the  triple 
loads  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  charges 
that  would  have  accrued  on  the  basis  of  a  minimum  weight  of  33^000 
pounds  for  each  car  used,  subject  to  a  minimum  charge  of  $16  per 
car.  We  further  find  that  oHnplainant  made  the  shipments  as  de- 
■cribed  and  paid  and  bore  the  dwrges  thereon ;  that  he  has  beui  dam- 
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aged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and 
those  which  would  hare  accrued  on  the  basis  herein  found  to  have 
been  reasonable;  and  that  he  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest. 
Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Kules  of  Practice. 


No.  12075. 
AMEMOAN  WOOD  PIPE  COMPANY 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  OREGON-WASHING- 
TON RAILROAD  &  NAVIGATION  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bvbmttted  July  IS.  19tl.    DeoUled  January  17, 19a. 


Charges  collected  on  two  carloBda  of  wooden  pipe  alilpped  from  Tacoma,  Waah., 
to  Webak  aod  Still,  Oieg.,  found  unreasonable.  Reparation  denied  owing 
to  tlie  fallnre  of  complainant  to  prove  payment  of  the  cliarEeB. 

Emuel  J.  Forman  for  complainant. 

John  F,  FiTieriy  and  Thomas  M.  Woodward  for  Director  General, 
as  Agent. 

W.  A.  Roihmt  for  Oregon-Washington  Railroad  &  Navigation 
Company. 

RliFOBT  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

Division  3,  CouuisBioNEita  Hall,  Eastman,  and  CAHFmLL. 
Bt  Division  8; 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  the  Director  General,  as  Agent,  to  the  re- 
port proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  manufacturing  wooden  pipe  at  Tacoma, 
Wash.,  by  complaint  filed  December  27, 1920,  seeks  reparation  on  ac- 
count of  alleged  unreasonable  rates  charged  on  two  carloads  of 
wooden  pipe  shipped  from  Tacoma,  one  to  Webak,  Oreg.,  and  the 
other  to  Still,  Oreg.,  in  January,  191S.  The  present  rates  are  not  in 
issue.    Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  lines  of  the  Oregon- Washington 
Railroad  A  Navigation  and  the  Oregon  Short  Line. 

Charges  were  collected  at  the  applicable  joint  claas-C  rates  of  47 
and  49  cents  to  Webak  and  Still,  respectively.  When  the  shipments 
moved  there  was  a  commodity  rate  of  89  cents  from  Tacoma  to  Blakes 
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Junction,  Oreg.,  intermediate  to  both  destiniUioiis,  and  distance 
clas8-C  rat€s  of  5  and  7  cents  to  Webak  and  Still,  respectively,  mak- 
ing combinations  of  44  and  46  cents.  Complainant  asks  reparation 
to  the  basis  of  the  aggregate  of  the  intermediate  rates.  It  does  not 
appear  that  the  situation  was  protected  b;  a  fourth  section  appli- 
cation. 

We  have  repeatedly  found  that  a  joint  rate  which  exceeds  the  com- 
bination of  intermediate  rates  contemporaneously  applicable  is  prima 
facie  unreasonable.  The  evidence  is  insufficient  to  overcome  that  pre- 
sumption. 

We  find  that  the  rates  charged  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
they  exceeded  the  aggregates  of  the  intermediate  rates,  contempo- 
raneously in  effect.  Inasmuch  as  complainant's  witness  was  unable 
to  give  direct  testimony  as  to  who  paid  and  bore  the  charges  no 
reparation  can  be  awarded. 

An  order  will  be  entered  dismissing  the  complainL 

cei.ac. 


D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


UNION  TBACnON   CO.   V.  DIBEOIOB  aSNEBAL. 


No.  11533. 
UNION  TRACTION  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CHICAGO  &  EASTERN 
ILLINOIS  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BubmilUd  July  11,  1911.    Decided  Janvarv  17, 19Z2. 


Rates  on  bltnminoQS  coal,  In  carloads,  from  inliies  in  the  Linton  gronp  In 
Bouthwestem  Indiana,  to  deatinatlons  In  Indiana  nortbeast  of  Indian- 
apolis, durine  lederal  control,  found  not  imreasonable.  Complaint  dis- 
missed. 

O,  P.  Gothlin  for  complainant. 

Hoyal  T.  McKenna  and  Joim  F.  Finerty  for  Director  General  of 
Railroads;  Jamet  StilhoeU  for  Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & 
St.  Lonis  Railway  Company;  W.  8.  Parkkurst  for  Central  Indiana 
Railway  Company;  K.  L.  Richmond  for  Chicago  &.  Eastern  Illinois 
Railroad  Company  and  W.  J.  Jackson,  receiver;  and  R.  D'.  Hunter 
for  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  &  St  Louis  Railway  Company. 
Repobt  of  the  Commission. 
Division  3.  Cohhissionebs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  DivieiOH  3: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  operates  an  electric  interurban  rail- 
road in  Indiana.  By  complaint  Sled  June  16,  1820,  it  alleges  that 
the  rates  charged  on  numerous  carloads  of  bituminous  coal  shipped 
intrastate  during  the  months  of  June  to  October,  1918,  inclusive, 
from  mines  in  the  Linton  group,  in  southwestern  Indiana,  to  Ander- 
son, Eaton,  Marion,  Lawrence,  New  Castle,  Daleville,  Alexandria, 
Muncie,  Elwood,  Springport,  Tipton,  Winchester,  and  Fort  Ben- 
jamin Harrison,  Ind.,  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  ex- 
ceeded $L15  per  ton.  Reparation  is  sought  Rates  will  be  stated  in 
amounts  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds. 

According  to  one  of  complainant's  exhibits,  the  average  distances 
from  the  Linton  group  to  these  destinations,  which  are  northeast 
of  Indianapolis,  range  from  116  to  182  miles  over  several  routes 
and  average  150  miles.  For  some  time  prior  to  June  26,  1918,  the 
rites  were,  for  the  most  part,  26  cents  higher  than  to  Indianapolis. 
On  Jtme  24,  1918,  the  rates  were  66  cents  to  Indianapolis  and  90 
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cents  to  these  destinations,  except  that  to  Daleville  over  one  route 
the  rate  was  $1.05  and  to  Eaton,  New  Castle,  and  Springport  over 
another  route,  $1.  Pursuant  to  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director 
General  of  Sailroads,  the  rate  to  Indianapolis  was  increased  to  90 
cents  on  June  25,  1918,  and  the  rates  to  these  destinations  to  $1.20, 
$1.30,  or  $1.33.  The  $1.33  rate  applied  to  Lawrence,  the  nearest 
point,  116  miles,  and  to  Daleville,  150  miles.  The  $1.20  cate  applied 
to  Winchester,  and  most  distant  destination,  182  miles,  and  the 
$1.30  rate  to  the  other  destinations.  Effective  October  6,  1918, 
the  rate  to  all  these  destinations  became  $1.25,  that  to  lodiaBapolis 
remaining  at  90  cents, 

Generi^  order  No.  28  contained  the  following  provision  ; 

Where  rates  from  producing  points  or  to  destlaatfoiiB  bave  been  based  on 
llxed  dlfCerentlala  In  centa  per  ton,  Bucb  dlflerentlats  to  be  matntalned,  tbe 
Increase  to  be  figured  on  the  hlgbeat  rated  point  or  groap. 
Complainant  contends  that  the  rates  to  these  destinations  had  been 
maintained  for  years  on  a  fixed  differential  over  the  rate  to  Indian- 
apolis, and  that,  in  consonance  with  the  above  provision,  defendants 
should  have  continued  that  adjustment.  It  is  pointed  out  that  by 
order  of  September  17,  1920,  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  In- 
diana prescribed  a  differential  of  25  centa  over  Indianapolis,  although 
it  does  not  appear  that  specific  rates  were  fixed. 

Complainant  undertakes  to  estabbsb  the  unreasonableness  of  the 
rates  assailed  by  several  tests.  In  one,  a  terminal  allowance  of  40 
cents  is  first  deducted  from  the  90-cent  rate  to  Indianapolis,  the 
remainder  reduced  to  a  ton-mile  figure,  which  in  turn  is  projected 
for  the  average  distance  of  150  miles  to  these  destinations,  and  the 
40-cent  terminal  allowance  is  then  added,  producing  a  rate  of  $1,11. 
Projecting  the  same  rate  to  the  several  destinations,  on  a  straight 
ton-mile  basis,  without  deduction  of  a  terminal  allowance,  would 
result  in  rates  ranging  from  97  cents  at  Lawrence  to  $1.51  at 
Winchester.  Other  similar  computations  were  submitted,  but  aside 
from  the  fact  that  the  so-called  terminal  allowance  is  an  assumed 
figure  as  applied  to  the  particular  traffic,  the  varied  results  fall  short 
of  being  acceptable  tests  of  the  rates  assailed. 

Defendants  submit  no  rate  comparisons  but  deny  that  the  rates 
from  and  to  the  points  here  considered  were  ever  differentially  related 
to  the  rate  to  Indianapolis,  or  that  the  increases  were  in  conflict  with 
the  provisions  of  general  order  No.  28. 

We  have  frequently  said  that  neither  the  Director  (General's  depar- 
ture from  tbe  terms  of  his  general  orders  nor  the  8u1>8eqnent  reduc- 
tion of  rates  a  necessarily  proof  that  the  rates  were  unreasonable. 

We  find  that  the  rates  aaailed  were  not  unreasonable.  The  com- 
plaint will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  11681. 

OXFORD  PAPER  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Submitted  June  tS,  1961.    Decided  Janitary  17,  19U. 


Bates  on  bituminous  and  small  Bins  of  aatbracite  coal  from  points  In  Penn- 
flrlvanla  and  from  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  to  Homford  and  South  Brewer,  Me^ 
found  nnreasonable.    Separation  awarded. 

Frederick  Uwnley  Ivea  for  complainants. 

John  F.  Finerty,  Royal  T.  MeKerma,  and  Fred  W.  Seid  for  de- 
fendant. 

Report  op  the  Cohuissiok. 
Division  3,  CouMisaioNERS  Haix,  EA9rHAN,  ahd  CautsbUi. 
Bt  DmflioN  3: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner;  and  the  case  was  orally  argued  before  us. 

The  Oxford  Paper  Company  and  the  Eastern  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany, complainants,  manufacture  paper  and  wood  pulp  at  Rumford 
and  South  Brewer,  Me.,  respectively.  By  complaint  filed  Jul;  26, 
1920,  they  allege  that  the  rates  made  effective  June  25,  1818,  on 
bituminous  and  anthracite  coal  from  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  and  mines 
in  Pennsylvania  to  Rumford  and  South  Brewer  were  unreasonable 
and  unduly  prejudicial.  The  prayer  is  for  reparation.  Rates  will 
be  stated  in  amounts  per  long  ton. 

Rumford  and  South  Brewer  are  on  the  Maine  Central,  84.5  miles 
north  and  138.5  miles  northeast  of  Portland,  Me.,  respectively. 
With  the  exception  of  three  cars  from  Fairmont,  the  bituminous  coal 
moved  from  mines  in  Pennsylvania  on  the  Buffalo,  Rochester  £ 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania,  New  York  Central,  and  Pittsburg  A 
Shavrmut,  principally  in  the  Clearfield  district  The  anthracite 
coal,  all  of  which  consisted  of  buckwheat  No.  4,  barley,  and  other 
small  sizes,  as  distinguished  from  prepared  sizes,  originated 
at  mines  in  Pennsylvania  on  the  Lehigh  Valley,  Philadelphia 
4  Reading,  Central  of  New  Jersey,  Penn^lvania,  Erie,  Mid  Le- 
hi^  ft  New  England.  The  shipments  moved  over  the  various  origi- 
nating lines  and  their  connections  to  Rotterdam  Junction  or  Me- 
chanicville,  N.  Y.,  Boston  &  Maine  to  Portland,  thence  Maine  Cen< 
tral. 
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Wlien  the  shipments  moved,  the  rates  on  small  sizes  of  anthracite 
to  points  on  the  Maine  Central  north  of  Portland  were  made,  as  a 
rule,  on  the  combination  of  separate!?  established  rates  to  Rotterdam 
Junction  or  Mechanicville,  thence  to  Portland  and  beyond.  On  pre- 
pared sizes  joint  rates  were  maintained  to  a  few  points  on  the  Maine 
Central  west  of  Portland,  on  what  was  formerly  the  St.  Johnsbur; 
&  Lake  Champlain  Railroad,  and  generally  elsewhere  in  New  Eng- 
land. The  Delaware  &  Hudson  published  joint  rates  on  both  pre- 
pared and  small  sizes  from  its  mines  and  from  mines  on  the  Dela- 
ware, Lackawanna  &  Western  and  Erie  to  all  Maine  Central  destina- 
tions, including  Rumford  and  South  Brewer.  The  rates  on  bitumi- 
nous coal  were  combinations  of  the  rates  to  and  from  Portland, 
although  prior  to  June  25, 1918,  they  also  were  the  sums  of  the  sepa- 
rately established  rates  to  and  beyond  Rotterdwn  Junction  or  Me- 
chanicville, thence  to  Portland,  and  beyond. 

In  August  and  September,  1918,  rates  lower  than  those  in  effect 
June  25,  1918,  were  established.  The  following  table  shows  ratee 
at  successive  periods  on  bituminous  coal  and  the  small  sizes  of  an- 
thracite from  the  various  points  of  origin,  using  short-line  distances 
as  computed  by  complainant : 
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The  rates  attacked  are  those  established  June  25,  1918,  under 
general  ordar  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads.  That 
order  provided  that  if  the  rates  on  coal  had  not  been  increased  15 
cents  per  ton  since  June  1,  1917,  as  authorized  in  The  Fifteen  Per 
Cent  Case,  45  I.  C.  C,  303,  and  under  our  orders  entered  March 
12  and  26,  1918,  in  Investigation  and  Suspension  Docket  No.  1111, 
the  difference  between  15  cents  and  the  amount,  if  anj,  by  which 
the  rate  had  been  increased  should  be  added  to  the  rates  then  in  effect 
and  the  resulting  figures  increased  in  the  following  amounts:  30 
cents  per  net  ton,  equivalent  to  34  cents  per  long  ton,  where  the  rates 
were  $1  to  $1.99  per  ton;  40  cents  per  net  ton,  equivalent  to  45  cents 
per  long  tim,  where  the  rates  were  $2  to  $2.99 ;  and  50  cents  per  net 
ton,  equivalent  to  56  cents  per  long  ton,  where  the  rates  were  $3  or 
higher.  In  disposing  of  fractions  amounts  of  less  than  5  cents  were 
to  be  omitted,  and  amounts  of  5  cents  or  greater,  but  less  than  10 
cents,  were  to  be  increased  to  10  cents. 

Bates  qn  hoih  anthracite  and  bituminous  coal  were  increased  15 
cents  per  ton  in  the  spring  of  1917  by  our  permission.  With  respect 
to  anthracite  coal,  the  increase  was  limited  to  15  cents  in  the  through 
rate  when  made  on  combination,  and,  as  pointed  out  in  Miamsippi 
Biver  <&  Bonne  Terre  Ry.  v.  Director  General,  56  I.  C.  C,  674,  it  was 
not  contemplated  that  the  permission  to  increase  the  rates  on  bitu- 
minous coal  would  be  construed  as  authorizing  a  maximum  increase 
of  15  cents  in  each  comptment  of  rates  made  on  comlmiation,  but 
that  tjie  aggregate  rate  should  be  increased  b;  not  more  than  15 
cents. 

Generally  speaking,  the  rates  on  anthradte  and  bituminous  coal 
from  the  points  of  origin  named  to  Portland  were  increased  15  cents 
per  ton,  10  cents  west  of  Rotterdam  Junction  or  Mechanicville,  and 
6  cents  east  thereof.  There  were  certain  exceptions  in  that  the  rates  on 
small  sizes  of  anthracite  from  Shamokin,  Mahanoy,  Ooaldale,  Ta- 
maqua,  Lansford,  and  Seek  to  Rotterdam  Jimction  and  Mechanic- 
ville were  increased  15  cents,  which,  with  the  increase  of  5  cents  east 
of  those  points  to  Portland,  resulted  in  an  increase  of  20  cents  to 
Portland.  The  rates  from  Portland  to  Rumford  and  South  Brewer 
were  increased  5  cents.  It  will  thus  be  observed  that  the  rates  in 
effect  on  June  24, 1918,  to  Rumford  and  South  Brewer  were  generally 
SO  cents,  and  in  some  instances  25  cents,  higher  than  those  in  effect 
prior  to  the  15-cent  increase  authorized. 

Shortly  after  general  order  No.  28  had  been  issued,  the  attention 
of  the  Railroad  Administration  was  directed  to  the  fact  that  fre- 
quently joint  rates  and  combination  rates  applied  between  the  same 
and  contiguous  points  over  different  routes.  In  order  to  preserve 
existing  rdationships  and  avoid  varying  rates,  the  carriers  were  in- 
Btnicted  on  June  8  and  17, 1918,  tmd  in  freight  rata  authority  No.  10  j^-, 
8MW*— 2a— VOL66 U 


162  INTGBSTATE  OOMlffEBOB  COMMISSION  BEPOBTS. 

of  July  2, 1918,  to  apply  the  increases  in  general  order  No.  28  to  the 
through  movement  and  not  to  each  component  of  rates  made  an 
combination.  Upon  inquiry  regarding  the  specific  rates  under  con- 
sideration, the  Oxford  Paper  Company  was  adrised  on  June  14, 1918, 
by  the  Bailroad  Administration  that  this  course  wonld  be  followed. 
It  was  recognized  that  the  time  intervening  between  June  8  and  25 
might  be  so  short  a?  to  render  it  impossible  for  the  revised  rates  to 
become  effective  on  the  latter  date,  and  directions  were  therefore 
given  to  make  them  effective  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  accordance  with  these  instructions  joint  rates  were  published, 
effective  June  25,  1918,  on  prepared  sizes  of  anthracite  and  on 
bituminous  coal  from  the  different  mines  to  Portland.  A  joint  rate 
of  $3.80  was  published  on  bituminous  coal  from  the  Clearfield 
district  to  Portland,  based  on  the  combination  rate  of  $3.20  in 
effect  June  24,  1918,  plus  60  cents,  the  equivalent  of  the  50-oent 
increase  per  net  ton  in  rates  of  $8  or  higher  with  the  fraction  dis- 
posed of  as  authorized  in  the  order.  The  rates  north  of>Portland 
were  first  increased  10  cents  per  ton  and  then  by  the  amount  specified 
for  rates  between  $1  and  $1.99.  This  had  the  effect  of  applying 
the  15-cent  increase  and  general  order  No.  28  twice. 

Joint  rates  to  Portland  on  small  sizes  of  anthracite  were  not 
published  on  June  2B,  1918,  by  any  defendant  carrier  except  the 
New  York,  Ontario  &  Western,  but  were  published  on  prepared 
sizes.  There  were,  therefore,  three  increases  in  the  rates  on  the 
shipments  of  small  sizes  made  by  complainants,  and  in  some  in- 
stances the  through  rates  apparently  included  three  increases  of 
15  cents  each.  ■  While  these  changes  were  taking  place  it  is  to  be 
observed  that  a  single  increase  was  made  under  general  order 
No.  28  in  the  rates  from  mines  on  the  Delaware  A  Hudson,  Delaware, 
Lackawanna  A  Western,  and  Erie  to  destinations  on  the  Maine 
Central  north  of  Portland,  including  Kumford  and  South  Brewer. 
No  complaint  is  made  against  the  rates  from  points  on  the  lines 
of  those  carriers. 

Effective  on  various  dates  between  August  6, 1918,  and  September 
28,  1918,  joint  rates  were  established  to  the  points  where  complain- 
ants' mills  are  located,  on  the  basis  of  a  single  unit  increase. 

Complainants  contend  that  the  double  and  triple  increases  made 
in  the  rates  on  coal  to  Rumford,  South  Brewer,  and  other  points  on 
the  Maine  Central  brought  about  a  serious  disturbance  in  the  rate 
relationships  in  New  England,  contrary  to  the  intention  of  the  Rail- 
road Administration.  Tlie  record  shows  that  a  single  increase  wis 
applied  on  bituminous  coal  from  the  Pennsylvania  fields  to  all  points 
in  New  England  on  the  New  Yoi^,  New  Haven  A  Hartford,  Bos- 
ton A  Albany,  Boston  A  Maine,  Central  Vermont,  and  Rutland  rail- 
roads,  and  to  seven  points  on  the  Maine  CentrmL    This  was  becsaae 
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joint  rates  were  in  effect  on  June  24,  1918,  or  were  established  on 
June  25,  1918,  in  compliance  with  the  directions  given  in  general 
order  Ko.  28.  Single  increases  were  also  made  in  the  rates  on  pre- 
pared sizes  of  anthracite  to  points  on  the  New  York,  New  Haven  & 
Hartford,  Boston  &  Albany,  Boston  &  Maine,  and  to  the  same  points 
on  the  Maine  Central.  The  rates  to  the  Maine  Central  points  applied 
through  Portland.  As  stated,  a  single  increase  was  made  by  the 
Delaware  &  Hudson  in  the  rates  on  all  sizes  of  anthracite  to  all  points 
in  New  England,  including  points  on  the  Maine  Central.  Complain- 
ants urge  that  if  the  separate  increases  under  general  order  No.  26 
did  not  result  in  unreasonable  rates  it  would  hare  been  possible  for 
the  Railroad  Administration  to  preserve  existing  relationships  by 
providing  additional  increases  in  joint  rat«s.  That  it  did  not  do  so, 
but  instead  maintained  for  approximatfily  two  years  the  rates  estab- 
lished in  August  and  September,  1918,  is  urged  as  demonstrating  that 
the  rates  carrying  the  single  increase  were  not  considered  to  be  un- 
reasonably low. 

Am  further  evidence  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  too  low,  c<nn- 
plainants  refer  to  the  subsequent  reduction,  in  the  rail  components  of 
rail-ocean-rail  rates  on  coal  to  New  England,  to  the  basis  of  15  cents 
plus  56  cents  over  the  rates  on  June  1,  1917,  and  to  a  recommenda- 
tion by  the  eastern  freight  traffic  committee  of  the  Bailroad  Admin- 
istration  that  "  reparation  be  made  in  the  case  of  increases  on  coal 
from  Pennsylvania  mines  to  Rumford,  Me.,  etc.,  resulting  from  th« 
application  of  separately  published  rates  instead  of  the  single  unit 
increase." 

Defendant  introduced  in  evidence  excerpts  from  the  records  in 
other  proceedings  dealing  with  increases  in  rates  under  general  order 
No.  28  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Railroad  Administration  to  increase  all  coal  rates  by  the  amounts  set 
out  in  the  order,  whether  used  as  components  of  through  rates  or 
otherwise.  The  subsequent  modification  restoring  the  relationships 
theretofore  existing,  it  is  urged,  can  not  be  considered  as  an  admis- 
sioQ  that  the  higher  rates  charged  were  unreasonable  per  ee.  Evi- 
dence of  this  kind  was  considered  in  GoBline  cfi  Go.  v.  Director  Genr 
end,  55  I.  C.  C,  220,  in  which  it  was  held  that  the  proper  interpreta- 
tion of  general  order  No.  28  is  of  importance  only  in  so  far  as  it  may 
show  whether  the  carriers  exceeded  the  authority  of  the  order  or 
whether  the  rates  established  represented  the  then  view  of  the  Rail- 
road Administration  as  to  the  proper  level  of  the  rates  intended  to  be 
made  effoctive.  The  controlling  question  is  whether  the  rates  made 
effective  June  25, 1918,  were  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful  and 
this  must  be  determined  upon  considerations  apart  from  the  construc- 
tion of  the  order.    Parlin  db  Orervdorff  Go.  v.  Director  Oenar^t  59 
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Defendant  contends  that  the  rates  under  attack  were  not  onretw- 
onable,  but  were,  in  fact,  subnormal,  because  the  component  to 
Portland  was  depressed  by  water  competition.  It  appears  that  the 
$3.80  rate  on  bituminous  coal  from  the  Clearfield  distridi  to  Portland 
wa£  published  to  meet  the  competition  of  boat  lines  plying  between 
Newport  News, '  Vs.,  and  other  ports,  and  Portland.  That  rate, 
however,  compares  favorably  with  rates  from  the  Clearfield  district 
and  from  Pittsburgh  to  equidistant  points  in  New  England  and 
Canada,  which  apparently  are  not  affected  either  by  water  or  short- 
line  competition. 

Id  support  of  the  allegation  of  unreasonableness  complainants 
compared  the  rates  of  $5.30  and  $5.40  charged  on  bituminous  coal 
from  the  Clearfield  district  to  Rumford  and  South  Brewer  for  dis- 
tances of  728  and  782  miles,  respectively,  with  rates  of  $4.70  to  Fitz- 
dale,  Vt.,  754  miles,  $4.50  from  Pittsburgh  to  Sherbrooke,  Quebec, 
772  miles,  $4  to  Newton,  Mass.,  728  miles,  and  $4.20  to  Berlin,  N.  H., 
762  miles.  Defendant  also  referred  to  rates  ranging  from  $3.20  for 
480  miles  to  $6  for  748  miles.  The  rates  of  $5.70  and  $5.80  charged 
on  anthracite  coal  from  Coaldale,  as  typical  of  the  anthracite  region, 
to  Kumford  and  South  Brewer  were  compared  by  complainants  with 
rates  of  $4.30  from  Scranton  to  Sout^  Brewer,  597  miles,  $5.20  to 
Edmundston,  New  Brunswick,  725  miles,  and  $5.20  to  Chatham,  New 
Brunswick,  948  miles.  Comparisons  were  also  offered  between  tbd 
rates  on  anthracite  and  rates  on  steel  rails  and  cement  from  points 
in  Pennsylvania  to  Rumford,  South  Brewer,  and  other  points  equally 
distant,  showing  that  the  anthracite  rates  were  substantially  higher. 

We  find  that  the  rates  charged  on  small  sizes  of  anthracite  coal 
and  on  bituminous  coal  on  and  after  June  25,  1918,  from  the  points 
of  origin  hereinbefore  named,  except  Dunmore  and  Carbondale,  to 
Rumford  and  South  Brewer,  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
they  exceeded  the  rates  subsequently  established  in  August  and 
September,  1918,  from  and  to  the  same  points;  that  eomplainanta 
made  the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges 
thereon;  that  they  were  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of  the 
difference  between  the  charges  paid  and  those  that  would  have  ac- 
crued at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  they  are  entitled 
to  reparation,  with  interest.  Complainants  should  comply  with  mle 
V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice.  In  complying  with  Uiis  rule,  outstand- 
ing overcharges  and  undercharges,  if  any,  should  be  taken  into 
consideration.    No  order  for  the  future  is  necessary. 
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No.  11845. 
GROWERS  RICE  MILLING  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Submitted  Mareh  31,  1921.    Deoidei  January  n,  1922. 


Rate  collected  on  padd;  rice,  In  carloads,  from  Cltrona  and  Norman,  CalU. 
to  Sootb  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  durlnx  federal  control,  found  applicable  and 
not  unreasonable.    Complaint  dlsmlsaed. 
lielvin  E.  Van  Diiie,  Bishop  <&  BaKter^  and  B.  T.  Boyd  for  com- 
plunaat. 

F.  E.  Wood,  James  R.  BeU,  C.  W.  Durbrow,  Elmer  Westlake,  and 
Frank  B.  Avstin  for  defendants. 

BePOST   of   THB   COHICISSION. 

DmsioN  3,  CoHiuasioNEEs  Haix,  Ea«tman,  and  Caufbelu 
Bt  Division  S; 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  buying  and  milling  rice  at  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif.,  alleges  that  the  rate  of  22  cents  exacted  on  two  carloads 
of  paddy  rice  shipped  December  19,  1918,  and  November  20,  1919, 
from  Norman  and  Citrona,  Calif.,  to  South  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
was  unreaaonable  and  illegal  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  17.5  cents. 
Reparation  only  is  sought.     Rates  are  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  issue  presented  is  one  of  tariff  interpretation  only,  the  ques- 
tion being  whether  the  25  per  cent  increase  in  freight  rates  under  gen- 
eral order  No,  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  should  be 
applied  to  shipments  of  rice  which  moved  between  July  2,  1918,  and 
November  30,  1919,  from  the  origins  to  the  destinations  shown  on 
twenty-fifth  revised  page  213  of  Southern  Pacific  Company's  local 
and  proportional  freight  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  3899.  That  page  names 
commodity  tates  on  paddy  rice,  in  packages  or  in  bulk,  in  carloads, 
minimum  40,000  pounds,  to  and  from  a  number  of  points  within  the 
state  of  California,  and  shows  that  it  was  "  Issued  May  27, 1918,"  to 
become  "  Effective  July  2,  1918." 
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(xeneral  order  No.  28,  vhich  was  dated  and  issued  on  May  25, 
1918,  provided,  in  part : 

It  is  ordered  that  all  exiBtlng  freight  rates,  •  •  •  including  chanso 
heretofore  published  but  not  yet  eOectire,  oa  all  traffic  carried  by  al!  said  rail- 
road and  steamship  lines  under  Federal  control  *  *  *  be  Increased  or 
modified,  etlectlTe  June  25,  1B18,  as  to  freight  rates  *  *  *  to  the  extent 
ao^  In  the  manner  Indicated  and  set  forth  la  the  "Bzhlbit"  hereto  attached 
and  made  a  part  hereof,  by  flUnE  schedoles  with  the  Interstate  Cotnmerc* 
Commission  ettectlve  on  not  less  than  one  day's  notice. 

The  exhibit  provided  in  section  2  (c)  that  all  intrastate  commodity 
rates  should  be  increased  25  per  cent,  and  in  section  4  (a)  that  "aU 
intrastate  rates  *  *  *  which  are  to  be  increased  under  this 
order,  if  not  now  on  Ble,  *  *  *  shall  be  immediately  filed  with 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission."  In  conformity  with  those 
provisions  the  tariff  named,  wtiich  had  not  theretofore  been  filed 
with  us,  and  supplement  No.  1  thereto,  the  latter  bearing  date  June 
16, 1918,  effective  June  26, 1918,  were  filed  with  us  on  June  21, 191S. 
The  supplement  provided,  in  part: 

Ettectlve  June  25.  1918.  ail  rates  In  effect  May  20,  1918  (and  all  rates 
published  prior  to  May  25,  1918,  bnt  not  than  effective,  and  not  under  ana- 
pensloD  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commlasion),  named  In  tariffs  enumerated 
herein  and  in  prior  supplements  thereto,  as  indicated,  to  each  of  which  tarUCs 
this  is  a  special  supplement,  are  Increased  to  the  rates  shown    *    *     *. 

Complainant  contends  that  the  rates  named  on  the  twenty-fifth 
revised  page  "Issued  May  27,  1918,"  were  not  in  effect  on  May  25, 
1918,  and  had  not  been  published  prior  to  that  date  to  take  effect 
on  a  later  date,  and  therefore  did  not  become  subject  to  the  25  per 
cent  increase  carried  in  supplement  No.  1,  until  the  tariff  was  re- 
issued on  November  30,  1919.  In  other  words,  complainant's  posi- 
tion is  that  during  the  period  from  June  25,  1918,  to  July  2,  1918, 
the  legal  rates  were  those  published  on  the  prior  revised  page  in- 
creased by  25  per  cent  and  Uiat  between  July  2,  1918,  and  November 
30,  1919,  the  rates  shown  on  the  twenty-fifth  revised  page  were  in 
effect  and  that  as  to  such  rates  the  25  per  cent  increase  was  not 
applicable. 

The  position  of  the  Director  General  is  that  the  twenty-fifth 
revised  page  comes  clearly  within  the  terms  of  general  order  Ko. 
28  and  that  the  legal  rates  to  have  applied  on  this  traffic  between 
June  25, 1918,  and  November  30,  1919,  were  the  rates  ^own  thereon 
increased  25  per  cent  under  supplement  No.  1.  As  stated,  twenty* 
fifth  revised  page  bears  the  notation  that  it  was  issued  on' May  27, 
1918,  to  become  effective  July  2, 1918.  The  witness  for  the  Director 
General  called  attention  to  certain  figures  shown  in  small  type  in  the 
lower  left-hand  comer  of  the  page  and  testified  that  the  revised  page 
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was  Hctoally  "issued  and  distributed  on  May  21,  1918."  On  brief 
defendants  discuss  "  publication  "  of  tariffs  and  cite  United  States  v. 
MUler,  223  U.  S.,  599.  In  that  case  it  -was  (tontended  that  a  tariff  is 
not  published,  as  that  term  is  used  in  section  6  of  the  interstate  com- 
merce act,  unless  printed  copies  are  "  kept  posted  in  two  public  and 
conspicuous  places  in  every  depot."  The  Supreme  Court  said  that 
"  publication  is  a  step  in  establishing  rates  "  and  that  "  from  all  the 
provisions  on  the  subject  it  is  evident  that  the  publication  intended 
consists  in  promulgating  and  distributing  tJie  tariff  in  printed  form 
preparatory  to  putting  it  into  effect"  Defendants  therefore  urge 
that  as  the  revised  page  was  distributed  on  May  21,  1918,  before 
the  issuance  of  general  order  Xo.  28,  it  was  "published"  prior  to 
May  25,  1918,  to  become  effective  on  a  subsequent  date,  and  thus 
comes  within  the  provision  of  general  order  No.  28  affecting  rates 
"  heretofore  published  but  not  yet  effective."  The  meaning  of  "  pub- 
lication **  is  not  here  controlling. 

In  conformity  with  the  terms  of  general  order  No.  28,  "  Local  and 
Proportional  Freight  Tariff  No.  780"  of  the  Southern  Pacific, 
"naming  commodity  rates  on  intrastate  trafSc  between  points  in 
California,"  which  tiieretofore  had  been  filed  only  with  the  Railroad 
Commission  of  California,  and  which  bore  the  notation  in  red  ink, 
bold  type,  "Nonce:  Rates  Named  in  this  Tahot-  MUST  NOT 
BE  Used  to  Make  Thbodoh  Bates  Upon  Ihtbbstate  Traffic,"  was 
on  June  21,  1918,  filed  with  us.  The  title-page  of  this  tariff,  whidi 
bore  no  printed  I.  C  C.  number,  contained  the  statement :  "  No  sup- 
plement to  this  tariff  will  be  issued,  except  for  the  purpose  of  can- 
celling  the  tariff.  Additions  to,  changes  in  and  eliminations  from 
this  tariff  will  be  published  in  loose  leaf  form."  On  the  same  date 
there  was  filed  with  us  a  "  Special  supplement  to  tariffs  issued  by 
Southern  Pacific  Company,"  the  form  of  which  was  stated  on  the 
title-page  thereof  to  be  **  permitted  by  authority  of  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  Special  Permission  No.  45950  of  May  27,  1918." 
The  title-page  of  that  supplement,  which  provided  for  the  25  per 
cent  increase,  read  in  part  as  follows : 

Increase  In  Freight  Rates. 

Frelfht  rates  oamed  In  tanffa  and  snpplementB  tliereto,  listed  on  page  8, 
are  hereb;  Increased  to  tbe  rates  sbown    *     *    *. 

Tariff  No.  730,  indicated  as  I.  C.  C.  No.  S899,  was  listed  on  page  8, 
and  the  special  supplement  thereupon  became  supplement  No.  1  to 
that  tariff. 

Contained  in  that  intrastate  tariff  was  twenty-fifth  revised  pagtt 
218.  Item  1071-E  on  tliat  page  names  rates  from  16  points  in  Cali- 
fornia, inclnding  Norman,  to  San  Francisco,  and  is  marked  to  indi* 
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cats  a  "  change."  In  the  column  headed  "  Bates  in  cents  per  100 
lbs."  appears  a  symbol  denoting  a  reduction  in  the  rate  from  Capay, 
one  of  the  16  points  oforigin.  This  was  the  only  change  in  rates 
made  from  the  previoas  revised  page,  but  as  the  tariff  is  published 
in  loose-leaf  form,  the  change  could  only  be  made  by  republishing 
the  entire  page.  Ten  other  items  are  contained  on  that  page,  and 
in  connection  witli  each  the  date  of  the  last  change  made  in  the 
respective  item  is  indicated.  For  example,  item  1071-A,  which 
names  a  rate  of  17.5  cents  from  Citrona  to  South  San  Francisco, 
shows  that  a  change  was  made  therein  on  January  24,  1&18.  When 
the  method  of  publishing  this  tariff  is  considered  it  becomes  clear 
that  as  to  all  items  on  the  revised  page,  except  item  1071-E,  the 
rates  on  the  prior  revised  page  are  in  nowise  changed  but  are  merely 
carried  forward.  They  were  not  increased,  reduced,  or  changed  in 
any  way.  And  this  is  true  also  with  respect  to  the  rates  from  all 
points  named  in  item  1071-E  except  Capay.  In  otlier  words,  the 
only  rate  affected  by  the  publication  of  twenty-fifth  revised  page  213 
was  the  rate  from  Capay  to  San  Franciscoj  as  to  all  other  rates 
shown  on  that  page  and  on  twenty-fourth  revised  page  313,  they 
were  "rates  in  effect  on  May  25,  1918,"  and  as  such  were  at  all 
times  subsequent  to  June  25,  1918,  subject  to  the  2.5  per  cent  increase 
ordered  in  general  order  No.  28. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assessed  on  the  shipments  from  Citrona  ant) 
Norman,  here  considered,  were  applicable  and  were  not  unreason- 
able.   The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  11606.* 

COLUMBIA  STEEL  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ELGIN,  JOUET  & 
EASTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BvbnUtted  Mttv  t3, 19tJ.    Decided  JoMUirv  17,  19tt. 


Rates  on  fire  brick,  In  carloads,  from  transcontinental  groups  A,  D,  B,  and  J 
to  San  Francisco,  Oakland,  EmeirriUe,  Pittsburg,  and  Anderson,  Calif., 
found  not  unduly  prejudicial.    Complaint  dismissed. 

Mehnn  E.  Van  Dine,  B.  T.  Boyd,  and  Bishop  di  BoMer  £or  com- 
plainants. 

Fred  U,  Wood,  E.  IT.  Camp,  G.  H.  Baker,  C.  W.  DvrbTou>,'Elmer 
Westlaie,  and  Frank  B.  Austin  for  defendants. 
Repobt  of  the  Cohhissioh. 
Division  3,  Couuibsioness  Hall,  Eastuan,  and  Caufbell. 
Br  DiviaiON  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainants  to  the  report  proposed  by 
tlie  examiner. 

These  cases  involve  the  same  issues  and  were  heard  together.  Com- 
plainants are  Columbia  Steel  Company  and  Judson  Manufacturing 
Company,  corporations  manufacturing  steel  products  at  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif.,  and  Afterthought  Copper  Company,  a  corporation 
smelting  ores  at  Ingot,  Calif.  They  allege  that  the  rates  on  fire  brick, 
in  carloads,  from  transcontinental  groups  A,  D,  E,  and  J  to  San 
Francisco,  Oakland,  Emeryville,  Pittsburg,  and  Anderson,  Calif., 
were  and  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and 
unduly  prejudicial.  We  are  asked  to  prescribe  reasonable  and  non- 
prejudicial rates  for  the  future  and  to  award  reparation  on  shipments 
moving  on  and  after  August  8, 1916.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts 
per  100  pounda 

No  joint  rates  are  in  effect  on  fire  bri(^  to  California  points  from 
groups  A,  B,  and  C,  which,  roughly  described,  comprise  the  terri- 
tory east  of  the  Indiana-Illinois  state  line  and  the  Mississippi  River 
south  of  Cairo,  HI.,  except  the  southeastern  portion.  From  points 
in  this  territory,  the  through  rates  are  constructed  by  combination 
on  group-D  points.    Complainants  abandoned  their  allegation  of 

>TU>  report  alia  MiibracM  Ntt.  IISOB  (Snb-Mo.  1),  Jadson  HuDlactiirliif  Compan;  •. 
Dliector  Oeneral,  »  Afeat,  Blsln,  Jollet  A  Eaatem  RaUvar  Companr,  et  bL,  and  Ne. 
lieso,  AfterthDueht  Coppw  CoBipanj  •,  Director  Oineial,  aa  Asen^  Baltlnora  A  Ohls 
Ballroad  Comiaiij,  tt  al. 
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unreasonableness  and  do  not  asBail  the  factors  east  of  ^roup  D. 
There  remains  for  consideration  only  their  inllcgation  that  the  rata 
from  groups  D,  E,  and  J  to  California  were  and  are  unduly  pre- 
judicial as  compared  with  rates  to  north  Pacific  coast  points. 

Fire  brick  is  used  in  the  construction,  repair,  and  rebuilding  of 
furnaces.  Because  of  the  intense  heat  in  these  furnaces  it  is  neces- 
sary to  use  high  grades  of  silica,  magnesite,  and  chrome  brick,  pro* 
duced  chiefly  in  the  eastern  and  middle  states  and  at  Pueblo,  Colo. 
Silica  brick  is  used  in  the  construction  of  the  furnace  proper ;  msg^ 
nesit«  brick  in  the  hearth ;  and  chrome  brick  as  a  separator  betweeo 
the  two  other  kinds  of  brick.  They  are  not  shipped  by  water  be- 
cause dampness  causes  disintegration,  although  it  appears  that  they 
may  be  transported  in  stock  cars  without  damage.  The  average 
value  of  a  carload  of  fire  brick  is  said  to  be  $5,000.  Complainants 
compete  in  the  sale  of  their  manufactured  steel  products  with  plants 
located  at  north  Pacific  coast  points. 

The  groups  of  origin  to  north  Pacific  coast  points  and  to  Cali- 
fornia points  are  lettered  alike,  but  the  boundaries  of  the  two  sett 
of  groups  vary  considerably,  especially  in  the  southwest,  as  will  be 
seen  from  the  maps  at  page  282  in  Tran»contineni{U  Ratea,  46  L 
C.  C,  236.  Group  J  is  not  shown  on  these  maps,  but  generally 
speaking  it  embraces  the  eastern  portion  of  Colorado  except  a  nar- 
row strip  on  the  eastern  border  of  the  state. 

Prior  to  November  15,  1914,  a  rate  of  60  cents  applied  from 
groups  D  to  J,  inclusive,  to  California  terminals.  A  like  rate 
applied  also  to  north  Pacific  coast  points  from  those  groups,  except 
group  H,  from  which  no  commodity  rate  was  published.  On  that 
date  the  lines  serving  the  California  terminals  increased  their  rate 
to  60  cents  from  groups  D  to  H,  inclusive,  and  to  55  cents  from  group 
J,  These  increases  resulted  from  a  readjustment  in  westbound  trans- 
continental rates,  following  the  decision  in  Intermountain  Rat» 
Cases,  234  U.  S.,  476,  which  sustained  the  legality  of  certain  fourtii 
section  orders  entered  by  us.  There  was  a  considerable  movement 
of  fire  brick  to  Arizona  smelters,  and  defendants  complied  with  oer 
orders  by  increasing  the  California  terminal  rates  instead  of  by 
reducing  the  intermediate  rates.  The  north  Pacific  terminal  linM 
continued  the  50-cent  rate  from  gronps  D  to  G,  inclusive;  from 
group  J  the  rate  was  reduced  to  45  cents  on  April  6,  1916.  On 
March  15,  1918,  both  the  north  and  south  coast  lines  increased  the 
rates  from  groups  D  and  E  by  5  cents,  following  our  withdrawal  of 
all  fourth  section  relief  in  Trantcontinentat  Rates,  supra.  On  June 
25,  1918,  the  rates  to  both  coasts  from  all  groups,  except  group  J 
to  California,  were  advanced  2  cents  pursuant  to  general  order  Na 
28  of  the  Director  General  of  Kailroads.  Through  error  in  tariff 
publication  the  rate  from  group  J  to  California  was  increased  by  7 
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cents.  This  error  was  corrected  on  October  9,  1918,  the  rate  being 
made  2  cents  higher  than  that  in  effect  on  June  24, 1918.  On  August 
26,  1920,  the  general  increases  ol  1920  were  added  to  the  rates. 

Fire  brick  is  rated  class  E  in  western  classification.  The  class-E 
rates  in  effect  prior  to  August  26,  1920,  to  Portland,  Oreg.,  and 
Seattle,  Wash.,  were  $1.19  from  group  D,  $1.16  from  group  E,  and 
91.5  cents  from  group  J.  The  rates  to  San  Francisco  from  like 
lettered  groups  were  $1,125,  $1,066,  and  84.6  cents,  respectively. 
Complainants  submitted  a  list  of  commodity  rotes  to  California 
points  which  were  the  same  as  or  lower  than  the  rates  to  the  north 
Pacific  coast  frcHU  like  lettered  groups.  Defendants,  on  the  other 
hand,  referred  to  a  few  commodity  rat«s  which  were  higher  to  Cali- 
fornia than  to  the  north  coast.  It  does  not  necessarily  follow  that 
the  rates  assailed  to  California  points  should  have  been  or  should  be 
the  same  as  the  rates  to  the  north  coast.  While  higher  rates  to  Cali- 
fornia than  to  the  north  coast  are  somewhat  unusual,  the  record  does 
not  afford  a  basis  for  prescritHiig  a  different  relationship  between 
the  groups  of  origin  and  points  of  destination  from  that  which  now 
exists. 

Over  short-line  routes,  the  distance  from  Chicago  and  DanviUa, 
HL,  Howards,  Mo.,  and  Pueblo,  Colo.,  to  San  Francisco  and  Ander- 
son are  approximately  the  same  as  to  Portland  and  Seattle,  Wash., 
bat  the  (Urect  and  rate-making  routes  to  the  north  coast  are  over 
the  lines  of  carriers  which  serve  California  indirectly,  if  at  all. 

The  California  terminal  lines  are  parties  to  tariffs  naming  the 
hotQi  Pacific  coast  rates,  and  can  participate  in  the  movement  of 
traffic  to  that  section  via  certain  junctions  in  close  proximity  to  San 
Francisco  and  by  way  of  that  port  and  the  Pacific  Steantship  line  to 
Seattle ;  but  the  record  indicates  that  there  is  no  movement  to  north 
Pacific  coast  points  via  California  junctions  over  those  routes.  This 
maintenance  of  higher  rates  at  intermediate  points  as  to  which  the 
haul  is  not  longer  than  that  of  the  direct  lines  to  north  Pacific  coast 
terminals  is  covered  by  fourth  section  orders  4207  and  4211,  but  since 
those  orders  were  entered  the  fourth  section  has  been  amended  so  as 
to  provide  that— 

If  a  drvDltoos  rail  line  or  ronte  !■,  because  of  rach  circuity,  tranted  aaUiority 
to  meet  the  chargee  of  a  more  direct  line  or  route  to  or  from  competitiTe  poiots 
and  to  maintain  higher  diaries  to  or  from  Intermediate  points  on  Its  line,  the 
aotborlty  sball  not  Indnde  points  as  to  which  the  hani  of  the  petitioning  line 
or  roDte  Is  not  longer  than  that  of  the  direct  line  or  route  between  the  compett- 
Uve  points. 

Tht  carriers  will  be  expected  to  revise  their  rates  in  accordance 
with  tliis  provision. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  and  are  not  unduly  preja- 
didal.    The  complaints  will  be  dismissed.  ,^  , 
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No.  11936. 
CX)RAIi  RIDOE  CLAY  PRODUCTS  COMPANY 


DIRECTOE  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Submitted  Jutu  9, 19S1.    DedieA  Januam  17,  l»tt. 


Bates  on  hollow  buUiUne  tile,  to  carloads,  from  Coral  Bidse,  Kj.,  to  Cluirle*- 
tOD,  S.  C,  found  not  unreasonable.    Goroplalnt  dLsniissed. 

G.  F.  Oraham  and  Norman  {6  Graham  for  complainud. 

William  Burger  for  defendant. 

rsfost  op  thb  comuibsion.- 
Division  3,  Cohhissionxbs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbexu 
Bt  Division  3; 

Exceptions  were  filed  b;  complain&nt  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  manufacturing  building  tUe  at  Coral 
Ridge,  Ky,,  alleges  by  complaint  filed  November  5,  1920,  that  the 
rates  on  141  carloads  of  hollow  building  tile  shipped  from  Coral 
Ridge  to  Charleston,  S.  C,  between  May  31  and  November  7,  1918, 
both  inclusive,  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded 
the  rates  on  the  same  commodity  from  Iiouisville,  Ky.,  and  in  viola- 
tion of  the  long-and-sbort-haul  provision  of  section  i  of  the  inter- 
state commerce  act.  We  are  asked  to  award  reparation.  Rates  will 
be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Coral  Ridge  is  11  miles  south  of  Louisville  on  the  main  line  of 
the  Louisville  &  Nashville  and  is  intermediate  between  Louisville 
and  Charleston.  The  shipments  were  con^gned  to  the  United  States 
government,  and  appear  to  have  moved  over  the  Louisville  &  Nash- 
ville to  Nashville,  Tenn.,  Nashville,  Chattanooga  &  St.  Louis  to 
Atlanta,  Qa.,  Georgia  Railroad  to  Augusta,  Ga.,  Charleston  &  West- 
em  Carolina  to  Yemassee,  S.  C,  and  beyond  over  the  Atlantic  Coast 
Line  either  direct  or  in  connection  with  other  carriers.  On  tba 
shipments  which  moved  prior  to  June  26,  1818,  charges  were  as- 
sessed at  the  applicable  combination  rate  of  20.5  cents,  composed 
of  a  local  commodity  rate  of  2.5  cents  to  Louisville  and  a  joint  otaa- 
modity  rate  of  18  cents  beyond.  On  that  date  the  respective  factors 
were  increased  to  3  cents  and  22.6  cents  purBUsnt  to  generU  order 


I  Laa 


;aoyGoO<^lc 


CORAL  EIDGE  CLAY  PBODUCTS  CO.   V.  DIRECTOB  GENEEAL.     173 

No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Sailroada.  Charges  on  the  ship- 
ments which  moved  after  June  26,  1918,  were  assessed  on  the  latter 
basis. 

Effective  December  5,  1918,  at  the  request  of  complainant,  the 
Louisville  rate  was  established  from  Coral  Ridge.  Defendant's  wit- 
ness testifies  that  the  departure  from  the  long-and-short-haul  pro- 
vision of  the  fourth  section,  which  existed  prior  to  that  date,  was 
protected  by  an  appropriate  applicatioc 

In  support  of  its  allegation  of  unreasonableness  complainant  relies 
upon  the  lower  rate  in  effect  from  Louisville  which  it  contends  was 
a  mazimiun  reasonable  rate,  and  therefore  the  higher  rate  from  Coral 
Kidge,  a  less-distant  point,  was  without  justification.  Ulustrative 
of  complainant's  comparisons  are  the  following  rates  in  effect  on 
January  3, 1921,  the  date  of  the  hearing,  with  ton-mile  earnings  com- 
puted on  the  short-line  distance  shown : 
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Based  upon  the  distance  over  the  usual  route  of  movement  from 
Louisville,  784  miles,  the  ton-mile  earnings  under  the  rates  assailed 
were  5.2  mills  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  and  6.5  mills  thereafter. 

Complainant's  witness  testifies  that  for  many  years  the  Louisville 
basis  of  rates  has  been  maintained  on  several  other  commodities  from 
Coral  Sidge,  on  fire  brick  and  tile  from  Hoertz,  Ky.,  about  3  miles 
south  of  Coral  Ridge,  and  on  drain  tile  and  other  commodities  from 
Shepherdsville,  Ky.,  about  7  miles  south  of  Coral  Ridge. 

Defendant  contends  that  these  rates  were  depressed,  citing  Fourth 
Section  Violations  in  the  Southeast,  30 1.  C.  C,  158,  in  which  author- 
ity was  granted  to  continue  rates  on  a  great  many  commodities  from 
Ohio  river  crossings  to  Atlantic  ports  lower  than  to  intermediate 
points.  Defendant  shows  that  the  rates  on  hollow  building  tile  from 
Coral  Ridge  and  Louisville  to  Charleston  are  less  than  those  from 
the  same  points  to  numerous  destinations  in  Alabama  and  Georgia 
for  distances  ranging  from  510  to  648  miles;  and  less  than  rates  on 
common  bricli  from  Cumberland,  Md.,  to  Charleston.  The  value  of 
these  comparisons,  as  well  as  of  those  made  by  complainant,  is  im- 
paired by  failure  to  show  the  volume  of  traffic,  if  any,  between  the 
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other  points  named.  Defendant  further  compares  the  rates  as- 
sailed with  those  effective  June  25,  1918,  on  the  same  commodity 
from  producing  points  in  official  tarritor;,  as  follows : 
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-"Siriji^^ : 

Upon  consideration  of  aU  the  facts  of  record  we  find  the  rates  as- 
sailed were  not  unreasonable.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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OTLEB  A  SON  V.  L.  A  I 


No.  12078.* 
CHAKLES  C.  OYLEK  4  SON 


LOUISVILLE  &  NASHVILLE  RAILROAD  COMPANY  AND 
DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Bubmitted  July  5,  1911.    Decided  January  17,  19it. 


GharK««  on  aw««t  potatoee.  In  carloads,  from  McKenzle  uid  Paris,  Tcnn., 
and  OD  peaches,  in  carloads,  from  Woodmont  and  Johnson's  Siding,  Md., 
to  Cincinnati,  Oliio,  not  shown  to  have  been  based  upon  excessive  weights 
or  to  bare  been  otherwise  nnreasonable.  Prayer  for  establishment  of  a 
basis  of  estimated  weights  denied  and  complaints  dismissed. 

F.  M.  Senthaw  for  complainant. 

Edward  D.  Mohr  for  Louisville  &  Nashville  Railroad  Company; 
Royal  McEervna  for  Diirector  General  of  Railroads  in  No,  12078 ;  and 
John  F.  FineHy  and  Royal  McKenna  for  defendants  in  No.  12089. 

Refokt  of  the  Cohhiskon. 
DinsioM  3,  CouMiasTOTTERa  Hau,,  Eabtmam,  and  Campbeu. 
6t  Division  3: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

These  cases  vers  separately  heard  but  present  similar  issues  and 
will  be  disposed  of  in  one  report.  Complainants  are  Charles  C. 
Oyler  and  Scott  S,  Oyler,  copartners  dealing  in  fruits  and  vegetables 
at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  under  the  firm  name  of  Charles  C.  Oyler  &  Son. 
In  No.  12078  they  allege  that  unreasonable  charges  were  collected 
on  14  carloads  of  sweet  potatoes,  packed  in  standard  bushel  hampers, 
shipped  between  January  7  and  April  2,  1920,  inclusive,  from  Mc- 
Kenzie  and  Paris,  Tenn.,  to  Cincinnati,  in  that  the  scale  weights 
were  in  excess  of  actual  weights.  In  No.  12088  they  allege  that  un- 
reasonable charges  were  collected  on  two  carloads  of  peaches,  packed 
in  bushel  baskets,  shipped  August  21,  1919,  from  Woodmont  and 
Johnson's  Siding,  Hd.,  to  Cincinnati,  in  that  such  charges  were  based 
npon  an  estimated  weight  not  authorized  by  the  tariff  and  in  excess 
of  the  proper  weight.  Complainants  ask  for  reparation  and  the 
establishment  of  estimated  weights  of  50  pounds  per  bushel  hamper 
in  No.  12078  and  50  pounds  per  bushel  basket  in  No.  12088. 

>  Tfala  Mvort  ■!•»  eabraeea  No.  12088,  Sana  «.  WcitecB  tUiylaud  Ballirsf  Conpanf, 
Dlraetar  Ocanml,  u  Ax>°t,  at  ■!. 
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The  sweet  potatoes,  kiln-dried  before  shipment,  moved  over  the 
Louisville  &  Nashville.  The  applicable  tariffs  did  not  provide  for 
estimated  weights.  The  cars  were  weighed  on  track  scales  at 
Paris  and  charges  were  based  on  the  weights  thus  obtained.  The 
average  weight  per  bushel  hamper  varied  with  the  different  ship- 
ments. According  to  defendants'  exhibits  it  ranged  from  51.72 
to  67.46  pounds  and  was  54.59  pounds  on  all  shipments.  Com- 
plainants claim  that  it  ranged  from  50  to  52.5  pounds,  resulting  in 
an  aggregate  average  of  51.6  pounds,  upon  which  their  claim  for 
reparation  is  based.  The  weights  shown  by  complainants  were  ob- 
tained by  having  the  shipments  weighed  in  wagon  loads  at  destina- 
tion on  scales  operated  by  the  Pennsylvania.  No  evidence  was 
offered  concerning  the  condition  of  these  scales  or  of  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  weighing.  Only  a  part  of  the  hampers 
contained  in  three  of  the  cars  were  thus  weighed,  and  apparently 
the  total  weight  of  these  carloads  is  estimated  from  the  part  so 
weighed. 

Defendants'  witness  testifies  that  on  all  other  shipments  of 
sweet  potatoes  from  points  on  the  Louisville  &  Kashville  in  Tennes- 
see and  Alabama  to  Cincinnati  during  Uie  first  four  months  of  1920 
the  average  weight  per  bushel  hamper  was  54.4  pounds,  or  practi- 
cally the  same  as  the  average  on  the  shipments  here  con»dered,  and 
that  no  claims  on  account  of  overweight  have  been  filed  on  any  of 
those  shipments.  Defendants  point  out  that  the  tarife  autliorized 
a  demand  for  reweighing  at  destination,  without  charge  if  the 
weights  were  found  to  be  erroneous,  and  that  no  such  demand  was 
made.  Complainants  assert  that  because  of  delay  in  receiving  the 
expense  bills  they  were  not  advised  of  the  carriers'  weights  in  time 
to  demand  reweighing.  Freight  charges  must  ordinarily  be  paid 
prior  to  or  upon  delivery  of  the  freight,  and  the  consignee  is  then 
advised  as  to  the  weight.  Where  the  carriers  are  authorized  to 
make  delivery  prior  to  payment  of  the  charges,  a  statement  of  the 
weight  may  be  demanded  when  delivery  is  taken. 

Defendants  show  that  the  cars  were  weighed  while  at  rest,  coupled, 
and  under  favorable  weather  conditions,  by  the  Southern  Weighing 
and  Inspection  Bureau  at  Paris,  whose  original  weight  reports  were 
offered  in  evidence.  Sworn  reports  of  defendants'  inspector  of  scales 
were  submitted,  showing  that  these  scales  were  tested  and  found  in 
good  order  on  January  6, 1920.  On  April  2, 1920,  when  again  tested, 
the  pivots  were  found  to  be  slightly  worn,  but  defendants  assert  that 
this  condition  would  not  result  in  inaccurate  weights.  We  hare  re- 
peatedly referred  to  the  inaccuracies  which  often  result  fitHU  weigh- 
ing cars  while  coupled,  but  the  record  here  does  not  warrant  substitu- 
tion of  the  weights  claimed  by  complainants  for  the  track  scale 
weights. 
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In  support  of  the  request  for  the  establishmeut  of  the  estimated 
weight  asked,  complainants  state  that  the  laws  of  Tennessee  require 
a  weight  of  50  pounds  as  the  standard  bushel  of  sweet  potatoes;  that 
prior  to  1919  defendants'  tariffs  provided  for  that  weight;  and  that 
it  was  later  increased  to  67  pounds.  A  check  of  the  tariffs  back  to 
January  1,  1917,  shows  no  provision  for  an  estimated  weight  on  this 
commodity  from  and  to  the  points  in  question. 

Defendants  object  to  the  establishment  of  an  estimated  weight, 
mainly  because  of  the  wide  variations  found  to  exist  in  actual  weights 
of  sweet  potatoes  shipped  in  containers  of  the  same  size  and  form, 
because  of  differing  climatic  conditions  and  methods  of  packing,  and 
insist  that  it  is  impracticable  to  establish  a  reasonably  accurate  esti- 
mated weight.  They  show  that  all  carload  shipments  of  sweet  pota- 
toes in  standard  bushel  hampers  during  the  first  four  months  of 
1920  from  points  on  the  Louisville  &.  Nashville  to  Cincinnati,  except 
the  shipments  here  considered,  averaged  from  47.5  to  69.3  pounds  per 
hamper.  Defendants'  witness  testified  that  sweet  potatoes  are  grown 
in  every  state  in  the  south  through  which  the  Louisville  &,  Nashville 
operates ;  that  they  vary  in  size,  shape,  and  quantity  of  moisture ;  that 
some  are  kiln-dried  before  shipment  and  others  are  not,  which  makes 
a  material  difference  in  the  weight  per  hamper,  and  that  none  of  the 
southern  lines  provides  for  an  estimated  weight.  They  further  show 
that  the  standard  weight  per  bushel  prescribed  by  the  laws  of  39 
states  ranges  from  46  to  60  pounds. 

The  points  of  origin  in  No.  12088  are  on  the  Western  Maryland 
and  the  shipments  moved  over  that  line  and  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio. 
Charges  were  assessed  on  a  weight  of  60  pounds  per  bushel.  The 
tariffs  governing  these  shipments  likewise  did  not  provide  for  an 
estimated  weight.  A  number  of  the  baskets  of  peaches  were  weighed 
on  platform  scales  by  defendants'  agent  at  Pearre,  Md.,  apparently 
the  billing  point  for  shipments  originating  at  Woodmont  and  John- 
son's Siding,  and  were  found  to  weigh  from  60  to  66  pounds  each. 
Based  upon  these  results  the  weight  of  60  pounds  per  basket  was  fixed 
for  the  two  carloads  shipped.  Reparation  to  the  basis  of  an  estimated 
weight  of  50  pounds  per  bushel  basket  is  asked. 

Although  the  method  here  employed  was  a  departure  from  the 
practice  ordinarily  followed  by  carriers  in  ascertaining  carload 
weights,  complainants  did  not  weigh  the  shipments  at  destination 
and  offered  no  substantial  evidence  to  show  that  the  weight  upon 
which  the  charges  were  assessed  was  incorrect.  It  is  stated  that 
peaches  are  usually  shipped  in  bushel  baskets;  that  the  estimated 
weight  asked  is  the  weight  fixed  by  the  city  of  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and 
that  other  shipments  were  made  from  points  in  Maryland  during 
the  year  1919  on  which  charges  were  assessed  upon  this 
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Defendants  concede  that  this  basis  vas  employed  on  shipments 
moving  from  and  to  these  points  prior  to  May  25,  1919,  but  neither 
during  that  period  nor  since  have  the  tariffs  contained  authority 
therefor.  Complainants  refer  to  a  Pennsylvania  tariff  governing 
shipments  from  the  same  territory,  which  at  one  time  authorized 
an  estimated  weight  of  50  pounds  per  bushel  crate,  but  it  appears 
that  this  provision  has  been  canceled.  In  Fruits  and  Vegetablet, 
43  I.  C.  C.  291,  we  found  justified  a  proposed  increase  from  22.6 
to  29  pounds  in  the  estimated  weight  of  peaches,  in  half  bushel  units, 
to  apply  in  an  extensive  territory,  largely  from  points  in  the  south 
to  territory  north  of  the  Ohio  and  Potomac  rivers. 

The  facts  of  recprd  do  not  establish  that  estimated  weights  on 
either  sweet  potatoes  or  peaches  moving  from  and  to  the  points 
under  consideration  are  necessary  or  should  be  required,  nor  does 
it  appear  that  the  weights  which  complainants  seek  would  fairly 
represent  the  a*ctual  weights.  We  find  that  the  charges  assailed 
were  not  unreasonable  and  that  the  record  does  not  warrant  the  relief 
asked  for  the  future. 

The  complaints  will  be  dismissed. 
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InTEBTIOATION  and  SnSPENBION   DOCKBT  No.   1372. 

MERIDIAN  RATE  CASE. 


Submttlefl  Det:ember  22,  19S1.    Decided  January  25,  i9£S. 


Class  and  commodftr  rates  between  Meridian,  Miss.,  Mobile,  Selma,  Mont- 
gomerr,  BlrmlDgbam,  Demopolle,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  on  the  one  band, 
and  certain  points  In  Alabama  within  200  miles  of  Meridian,  on  tbe 
other,  proposed  In  compliance  with  onr  order  in  Meridtan  TraSlo  Bureau 
V.  S.  Rv.  Co^  SO  I.  C  C,  S,  found  Justified,  wltb  certain  exceptions. 

Charles  J.  Rixey  and  W.  N.  McGehee  for  respondents. 

R.  O.  Cobh,  Morgan  Riekards,  Marion  Ruthion,  0.  L.  Bumn, 

M.  M.  Caskie,  J.  H.  Alldredge,  R.  M.  Jones,  A.  J.  Young,  S.  P. 

GmOard,  B.  M.  Angell,  W.  W.  Seay,  IF,  R.  Seifert,  J.  J.  MarUn, 

B.  R.  Sheperd,  J,  D.  Oliver,  and  G.  W,  Haywaard  for  protestants. 

Report  or  thx  Commission. 

Division  3,  Commibsionehs  Eastman,  Potter,  and  Campbell. 
£a8Tman,  Commissioner: 

In  Meridian  Traffic  Bureau  v.  S.  Ry.  Co.,  60  I.  C.  C,  5,  herein- 
after referred  to  as  the  Mendian  Case,  the  complaint  was  that  the 
maintenance  of  relatively  higher  rates  between  Meridian,  Miss.,  and 
points  in  Alabama  than  apply  within  that  state  on  like  traffic  sub- 
jects Meridian  and  its  industries  to  undue  prejudice  and  disad- 
vantage. Not  all  the  carriers  operating  in  Alabama  were  made 
defendants,  but  only  the  Southern,  the  Alabama  Great  Southern, 
tfae  Mobile  A  Ohio,  and  the  Alabama,  Tennessee  &.  Northern.  The 
latter,  which  will  hereinafter  be  called  the  Tennessee  &  Northern,  is  a 
short  line  wholly  within  Alabama,  paralleling  and  near  to  the  west- 
em  boundary  of  the  state.  The  three  other  defendants  serve 
Meridian  directly.  The  map  on  page  8  of  the  report  in  the  Meridian 
Case  gives  a  general  outline  of  the  situation. 

We  found  that  Meridian  was  subjected  to  undue  prejudice;  hut 
while  the  complaint  was  broad  enough  to  cover  rates  to  or  from  all 
points  in  Alabama  served  by  defendants,  we  also  found  that  this 
undue  prejudice  would  be  corrected  if  relief  were  confined  to  points 
in  Alabama  not  more  than  200  miles  distant  from  Meridian,  and  that 
the  letter's  competition  at  these  points  came  chiefly  from  Birming- 
ham. Tuscaloosa.  Sellna,  Demopolis,  Mobile,  and  Montgomery,  Ala., 
hereinafter  referred  to   as  the   Alabama   cities.     Accordingly 
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order  in  the  Meridian  Case  required  defendants  Southern,  Alabama 
Groat  Southern,  and  Mobile  &  Ohio  to  cease  and  desist  from — 
poblisblng,  demftndlng,  or  collecting  for  tbe  transportatloa  of  properly  between 
Meridian,  Miss.,  and  points  In  Alabama  on  their  respective  lines  not  more  thaa 
200  miles  distant  from  Meridian  b;  wa;  of  tbeir  respective  lines,  any  blgbs 
rates  than  tbey  contemporaneously  maintain  and  apply  on  llk«  traffic  for  llks 
distances  between  Mobile,  Selma,  Montgomery,  Blrmingbam,  Demopolls.  and 
Tnscalooaa,  Ala.,  on  tbe  one  hand,  and  points  In  Alabama  on  their  reqpectlTS 
lines  not  more  than  200  miles  distant  from  Meridian  b;  way  of  their  respec- 
tive lines,  on  the  other. 

All  the  defendants  were  likewise  required,  according  as  they  par- 
ticipated in  the  traffic,  to  cease  and  desist  from — 

pnbllsblng,  demanding,  or  collecting  for  the  transportation  of  property  between 
Meridian.  Miss.,  end  points  on  the  Alabama,  Tennessee  &  Northern  Railroad 
any  higher  rates  than  they  contemporaneously  maintain  and  apply  on  like  traffic 
for  like  distances  between  Mobile,  Sclma,  Montgomery,  Binnlngham,  Demtqio- 
lis,  and  Tnscaloosa,  Ala.,  on  tbe  one  hand,  and  points  on  the  Alabama,  Tmnea- 
see  &  Northern  Railroad,  on  the  other. 

In  removing  the  undue  prejudice  the  Southern,  Alabama  Great 
Southern,  and  Mobile  &  Ohio  were  required  to  establish  rates  on  their 
respective  lines  which  should  not  exceed  the  rates  under  certain  class 
and  commodity  distance  scales  set  forth  in  Appendix  6  of  our  re- 
port. The  scales  prescribed  for  the  Mobile  &  Ohio  were  approxi- 
mately 10  per  cent  higher  than  for  the  other  two  roads.  Still  higher 
maximum  rates  were  prescribed  to  and  from  points  on  the  Tennessee 
&  Northern.  In  all  cases  the  maximum  rates  prescribed  were  subject 
to  the  general  increases  of  1920. 

The  defendants  in  the  Meridian  Case  are  respondents  in  the  pres- 
ent proceeding.  By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  during  August 
and  September,  1921,  they  propose  revised  class  and  commodity  rates 
between  Meridian  and  the  Alabama  cities,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
various  points  in  Alabama  on  their  respective  lines,  on  the  other, 
purporting  to  comply  with  our  order  in  the  Meridian  Case.  Upon 
protest  by  the  Mobile  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  other  interested 
parties,  we  suspended  certain  of  the  schedules  until  November  29  and 
the  remainder  until  December  13,  1021.  Subsequently,  upon  respon- 
dents' request,  the  effective  dates  were  in  all  cases  further  postponed 
until  February  27,  1922. 

The  fact  that  only  four  of  the  carriers  in  Alabama  were  defendants 
in  the  Meridian  Case  and  the  further  fact  that  our  order  therein  was 
subject  to  a  distance  limit  have  led  to  complications.  Because  of  the 
discriminations  and  maladjustments  in  intrastate  rates  which  they 
said  would  follow  compliance  with  the  order,  defendants,  in  a  petition 
for  rehearing,  asked  that  its  effective  date  be  indefinitely  postponed 
pending  a  general  investigation,  which  they  wished  us  to  institute,  of 
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the  entire  intrastate  rate  structure  of  Alabama.  This  petition  was 
denied.  The  complaint  in  the  Meridian  Case  was  filed  in  March,  1917, 
but  it  was  not  until  after  our  decision  in  December,  1920,  that  de- 
fendants stressed  the  complications  which  would  ensue  from  failure 
to  join  other  lines  or  from  limitation  .of  the  relief  to  a  200-mile  zone. 
It  has  been  shown  that  Meridian  is  suffering  from  undue  prejudice, 
and  it  is  entitled  to  relief  without  further  delay.  Such  maladjust- 
ments of  intrastate  traffic  as  may  follow  compliance  with  our  order 
can  be  dealt  with  by  the  Alabama  Public  Service  Commission  or,  in 
cise  of  discrimination  against  interstate  commerce,  by  us.  Such 
action  as  we  now  take  is  directed  to  the  exigencies  of  the  immediate 
situation  and  is  without  prejudice  to  possible  subsequent  proceedings 
of  broader  scope,  or  to  the  right  of  any  interested  party  to  apply  to 
us  for  a  modification  of  our  findings  and  order  as  to  any  intrastate 
rate  on  the  ground  that  such  rate  is  not  so  related  to  the  interstate 
rates  to  and  from  Meridian  as  to  contravene  the  provisions  of  the 
interstate  commerce  act. 

In  our  report  in  the  Meridian  Case,  it  was  recognized  that  we  were 
dealing  with  one  phase  only  of  a  general  situation.  On  page  23  we 
said: 

Indlcatlons  multiply  tbat  the  eottre  stractnre  of  Interstate  and  Intrastate 
rates  In  the  south  la  likely  to  become  the  subject  of  future  InveBtlgatlon  and 
consideration.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  we  agree  witb  Interveners  that 
It  would  be  unfortunate  If  we  should  now  attempt,  upon  the  restricted  record 
of  this  case,  to  work  out  carefully  balanced  scales  of  short-distance  class  and 
commodity  rates  which  could  be  used  as  the  "criterion"  for  farther  recon- 
struction In  the  southern  territory.  On  the  other  hand,  complainant  has  dearly 
shown  that  the  dty  of  Meridian  Is  now  subjected  to  undue  prejudice  and  tbe 
removal  of  that  prejudice  Is  a  matter  which  should  no  longer  be  delayed.  Tbe 
Immediate  problem,  therefore,  Is  to  effect^  such  resdjustment  as  the  present 
record  appears  to  Jnstlfy,  without  undue  influence  upon  any  more  exteublve 
process  of  rate  reconstruction  which  may  later  prove  desirable  In  coDuection 
with  a  consideration  of  the  southern  situation  as  a  whole. 

We  further  said  that  the  class  rates  prescribed  were  "adopted  to 
meet  the  immediate  needs  of  the  situation  before  us  rather  than  as 
a  model  for  future  and  more  extensive  rate  adjustments." 

Protestants  contend  that  certain  of  the  suspended  rates  do  not 
conform  to  our  order  and  that  they  are  in  general  unreasonable  and 
ondulj  prejudicial  to  the  Alabama  cities.  We  shall  first  consider 
the  alleged  violations  of  the  order.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per 
100  pounds  unless  otherwise  indicated.  For  convenience,  points  on 
respondents'  lines  in  Alabama  within  200  miles  of  Meridian  will  be 
referred  to  as  Meridian  territory. 

It  was  shown  in  the  Meridian  Case  that  traffic  between  Meridian 
and  Alabama  points  moves  largely  under  class  rates  while  similar 
traffic  within  Alabama  usually  moves  under  commodity  rates  which 
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are  relatively  much  lower.  In  Appendix  6  we  prescribed  maximain 
distance  scales  for  66  separate  groups  of  commodities,  but  these 
groups  do  not  include  all  the  articles  that  move  within  Alabamw 
under  commodity  rates.  Under  the  suspended  schedules  respondents 
propose  to  apply  class  rates  to-  all  articles  not  listed  in  these  groups. 
Certain  protestants  question  the  propriety  of  this  action,  upon  the 
ground  that  these  commodities  were  not  specifically  named  because 
the  evidence  as  to  them  was  insufficient  to  support  a  finding  of  undue 
prejudice.  This  contention  we  can  not  sustain.  Except  for  the  sub- 
sequent modi&cation  eliminating  coal  and  coke,  our  order  applies 
to  "property"  generally.  We  did  not  prescribe  maximum  commoditr 
rat«s  on  articles  not  included  in  the  69  commodity  groups,  because 
the  evidence  failed  to  show  that  such  articles  are  entitled  to  lower 
than  class  rates. 

As  aforesaid,  defendants  in  the  Meridian  Case  were  required,  in 
the  case  of  joint  traffic  to  and  from  Tennessee  &  Northern  points,  to 
cease  and  desist  from  publishing  higher  rates  between  Meridian  and 
such  points  than  for  "like  distances"  between  the  Alabama  cities 
and  such  points.  Since  the  maximum  distance  between  Meridian 
and  any  point  on  the  Tennessee  &  Korthem  is  136  miles,  respondents 
do  not  propose  to  change  existing  rates  between  the  Alabama  cities 
and  stations  on  that  line  where  the  distance  is  in  excess  of  136  miles. 
This  results  in  certain  incongruities.  The  proposed  class  rates  from 
Mobile  to  Sims  Chapel,  Ala.,  for  example,  a  distance  of  47  miles, 
range  from  2  cents  higher  on  class  D  to  17,5  cents  higher  on  third 
class  than  the  present  rates  for  177  miles  from  Selma  to  the  same 
point,  in  which  no  changes  are  proposed.  The  proposed  rate  on 
agricultural  implements,  in  carloads,  from  Mobile  to  Sims  Chapel 
is  30.5  cents,  as  compared  with  the  present  rate  of  20.5  cents  from 
Selma.  These  examples  are  typical.  They  are  not  in  conflict  with 
our  order  in  the  Meridian  Case,  but  the  evidence  now  before  us  war* 
rants  an  extension  of  that  order.  We  find  that  the  class  rates  and 
the  conunodity  rates,  other  than  those  applicable  on  coal,  coke,  and 
naval  stores  of  respondents  between  Meridian  and  points  on  the 
Tennessee  &  Northern  are  and  for  the  future  will  be  unduly  prejudi' 
cial  to  Meridian  and  unduly  preferential  of  Mobile,  Selma,  Mont- 
gomery, Birmingham,  Demopolis,  and  Tuscaloosa  to  the  extent  that 
the  rates  maintained  by  respondents  between  Meridian  and  poiols 
on  the  Tennessee  &  Northern  exceed,  relative  distances  considered, 
the  rates  contemporaneously  maintained  by  them  on  like  traffic  be- 
tween the  Alabama  cities  named  and  said  points  on  the  Tenneesea 
&  Northern. 

BespondentB  have  published  a  rule  in  the  suspended  sohedukt 
which  woidd  require  the  increased  rates  to  uid  from  the  Alabama 
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'  cities  to  be  used  as  factors  in  constructing  combination  rates  from 
and  to  points  in  Alabama  not  within  the  scope  of  our  order.  The 
effect  of  this  rule  would  be  to  increase  the  rates  between  Meridian 
territory  and  all  points  in  Alabama  located  on  lines  other  than  those 
of  respondents,  where  the  through  rates  are  based  on  combinations 
to  and  from  the  Alabama  cities.  No  increases  in  such  rates  have  been 
authorized  by  us.  The  rule  mentioned,  however,  affects  only  intra* 
state  traffic,  and  we  do  not  pass  upon  the  question  whether  increases 
so  accomplished  are  lawful. 

Other  alleged  violations  of  our  order  will  be  discussed  later  in  con- 
nection with  the  consideration  of  the  proposed  rates  to  and  from 
Tennessee  &  Northern  points. 

Before  proceeding  to  particular  consideration  of  the  proposed  class 
and  commodity  rates,  certain  general  contentions  of  the  protestants 
will  be  stated.  They  allege  that  the  entire  proposed  adjustment  will 
create  many  discriminatory  and  prejudicial  situations  intrastate,  and 
urge  as  an  alternative  that  the  Alabama  intrastate  basis  of  rates  be 
extended  to  Meridian.  This  would  be  possible  under  our  order  in  the 
Meridian  Case,  but  however  expedient  such  action  might  be,  at 
least  as  a  temporary  measure,  respondents  have  the  right  under 
that  order  to  adopt  the  higher  maximtun  rates  prescribed.  To  the 
general  maladjustments  of  intrastate  traffic  which  may  result  we  haT& 
already  adverted,  but  there  are  particular  matters  in  this  connection 
which  merit  discussion. 

Protestants  are  chiefly  concerned  with  the  commodity  rate  ad- 
justment. Much  of  their  evidence  is  of  a  general  character,  designed 
to  illustrate  the  results  which  would  follow  approval  of  the  sus- 
pended schedules.  They  show  that  in  numerous  instances  the  sus- 
pended rates  from  the  Alabama  cities  to  given  destinations  in  Ala- 
bama would  be  higher  than  intrastate  rates  not  affected  by  our 
order  from  the  same  points  of  origin  to  points  beyond  those  d^ina- 
tions  over  the  same  tine  of  railroad.  These  instances  they  character- 
ize  as  fourth  section  violations,  but  inasmuch  as  they  would  exist  only 
in  connection  with  intrastate  traffic  they  would  not  constitute  viola- 
tions of  the  interstate  commerce  act. 

Protestants  show  also  that  the  suspended  rates  would  produce  other 
inequalities  as  between  various  Alabama  jobbing  and  consuming 
points.  The  present  rates  between  Mobile  and  Setma  are  the  same- 
via  the  Southern  and  the  Louisville  &  Nashville,  both  of  which  serve 
those  points.  Approval  of  the  suspended  rates  would  disrupt  this 
adjustment  The  rates  of  the  Southern  are  within  the  scope  of 
our  order  in  the  Meridian  Case,  but  those  of  the  Louisville  <&  Nash- 
ville are  not.  The  situation  is  the  same  between  Birmingham  and 
Selma,  where  the  Louisville  &  Nashville,  in  connection  with  the 
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Western  Railway  of  Alabama,  competes  with  the  short  line  of  the 
Southern.  Similar  maladjustments,  it  is  said,  would  bo  created  be- 
tween other  less  important  Alabama  points,  where  respondents  com- 
pete with  lines  that  were  not  defendants  in  tlie  Meridian  Cote. 
Respondents  urge  that  the  scope  of  our  order  in  that  case  be  ex- 
tended to  include  all  other  Alabama  points  and  carriers,  or  else 
that  they  be  permitted  to  meet  the  competition  of  the  Louisville  A 
Nashville  between  Mobile  and  Selma,  and  between  Birmingham  and 
Selma.  The  first  alternative  it  is  not  possible  to  adopt  in  this 
proceeding,  but  it  does  not  appear  that  the  adoption  of  the  second 
would  be  injurious  to  Meridian.  On  the  present  record  we  find,  . 
therefore,  that  the  maintenance  by  respondents  of  class  and  com- 
modity rates  between  Mobile  and  Selma  and  between  Birmingham 
and  Selma  that  are  no  higher  than  the  rates  contemporaneously 
maintained  on  like  traffic  between  those  points  on  lines  not  de- 
fendants in  the  Meridian  Cote  is  not  unduly  preferential  of  such 
points  or  unduly  prejudicial  to  Meridian.  The  record  affords  no 
adequate  basis  for  a  similar  finding  with  respect  to  rates  to  and  from 
other  points  where  similar  competition  is  said  to  exist. 

The  proposed  revision  of  intrastate  rates  in  Alabama  is  limited 
to  rates  applying  to  and  from  the  six  Alabama  cities  specified  in 
our  order.  As  intrastate  commodity  rates  in  Alabama  are  in  gen- 
eral lower  than  the  maxima  prescribed  by  our  order,  the  suspended 
schedules  would  disrupt  the  relationship  of  rates  now  existing  be- 
tween these  cities  and  destinations  in  Meridian  territory,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  between  other  Alabama  jobbing  points  and  the  same 
destinations,  on  the  other.  For  example,  the  rates  between  Birm- 
ingham and  other  points  in  Alabama -generally  apply  also  from  and 
to  points  located  in  what  is  known  as  the  Birmingham  group,  in- 
cluding Ensley  and  Bessemer.  The  last-mentioned  point  is  intei^ 
mediate,  Meridian  to  Birmingham.  As  our  order  in  the  Meridian 
Ca»e  applies  to  Birmingham,  but  not  to  the  Birmingham  group  as  a 
whole,  its  enforcement  would  result  in  higher  rates  between  Birm- 
ingham and  points  in  Meridian  territory  than  are  contemporaneously 
in  effect  between  such  pointa  and  other  stations  in  the  Birmingham 
group.  Our  finding  of  undue  prejudice  in  the  Meridian  Case  was 
limited  to  the  six  cities  as  to  which  the  proof  of  undue  prejudice  wac 
ample  and  convincing.  The  record  in  this  proceeding  is  not  su£- 
cient  to  justify  an  extension  of  that  finding. 

In  some  instances  the  present  class  and  commodity  rates  applicable 
between  certain  of  the  Alabama  cities  and  Tennessee  &.  Northern 
stations  are  relatively  higher  than  the  maximum  rates  prescribed 
by  us  in  the  Meridian  Case  between  Meridian  and  destinations  on 
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the  Tennessee  &  Northern.  In  complying  with  our  order,  respondents 
undertook  merely  to  revise  the  rates  between  the  Alabama  cities 
and  Tennessee  &  Northern  stations  to  the  extent  of  making  them 
no  lower  for  corresponding  distances  than  the  rates  between 
Meridian  and  the  same  destinations.  Beepondents  are  willing  to 
reduce  these  rates,  where  they  are  higher,  to  the  basis  prescribed 
by  us  to  and  from  Meridian,  and  this  should  be  done. 

CUkBS  KATES  OF  THE  SOUTHBBN,  ALABAMA  GREAT  SOUTHEBN,  AND  HOBIU 
A   OHIO. 

The  present  class-rate  scale  of  the  Alabama  Great  Southern  be- 
tween Meridian  and  Alabama  points  also  applies  intrastate  within 
Alabama,  with  certain  exceptions.  The  similar  scales  of  the 
Southern  are,  on  the  whole,  lightly  higher.  For  the  purpose  of 
removing  the  prejudice  found  to  exist  in  the  Meridian  Case,  we 
prescribed  a  maximum  scale  of  class  rates  for  application  between 
Meridian  and  the  Alabama  cities  and  points  in  Meridian  territory, 
over  the  lines  of  the  Southern  and  AJabama  Great  Southern,  re- 
spectively, which  is  identical  with  the  existing  scale  of  the  Ala- 
t»ma  Great  Southern,  except  that  for  classes  C  and  D  the  rates 
prescribed  by  us  are  lower.  The  maximum  clase-rate  scale  pre- 
scribed for  the  Mobile  &  Ohio  was  10  per  cent  higher. 

At  the  hearing  in  this  proceeding  the  Southern,  Alabama  Great 
Southern,  and  Mobile  &  Ohio  submitted  single-line  scales  of  class 
rates  which  they  ask  us  to  approve  for  application  over  their  re- 
spective lines  in  lieu  of  the  suspended  rates.  These  scales  have  been 
submitted  by  respondents  and  other  carriers  to  the  state  commis- 
sions of  Alabama  and  Georgia  in  proceedings  instituted  by  those 
commissions  concerning  intrastate  rates.  These  substitute  scales  are 
somewhat  higher  on  the  average  than  the  scales  which  we  prescribed, 
and  respondents  contend  that  they  are  more  logically  and  scientifi- 
cally constructed. 

Chi  the  other  hand,  the  Meridian  interests  ask  us  to  approve  for 
application  between  Meridian  and  Meridian  territory  the  scales 
prescribed  in  our  former  order  without  the  general  increase  of  26 
per  cent  authorized  by  us  on  July  29.  19^. 

In  our  report  in  the  Meridian  Cote  we  stated,  as  has  already  been 
indicated,  that  "  it  would  be  unfortunate  if  we  should  now  attempt, 
upon  the  restricted  record  of  this  case,  to  work  out  carefully  bal- 
anced scales  of  short-distance  class  and  commodity  rates  which  could 
be  used  as  the  *  criterion '  for  further  reconstruction  in  the  southern 
territory."  It  is  quite  possible  that  in  subsequent  proceedings  of 
broader  scope,  or  after  the  investigations  now  being  prosecuted  by 
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the  Alabama  and  Georgia  oommissions  have  been  completed,  it  will 
be  desirable  to  modify  somewhat  the  rates  which  we  have  prescribed 
to  meet  the  immediate  needs  of  the  situation  under  consideration. 
We  are  not  persuaded,  however,  that  such  modifications  should  be 
made  at  the  present  time  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  present  record. 
The  class  rates  of  the  Southern,  Alabama  Great  Southern,  and  Mo- 
bile &  Ohio  which  are  under  suspension  are  in  conformity  with  our 
order  in  the  Mendian  Case,  and,  as  shown  in  respondents'  exhibits, 
they  compare  favorably  with  numerous  class-rate  scales  effective  in 
southeastern  territory.  So  far  as  they  are  within  our  jurisdiction, 
we  find  that  they  have  been  justified, 

COHMODTTT  SATES  OF  THE  SOUTHERN,  ALABAMA  QREAT  SODTHEKN,  AND 
MOBILE    ft    OHIO. 

Numerous  comparisons  bearing  upon  the  reasonableness  of  the 
commodity  rates  prescribed  by  us  in  the  Meridian  Oaee  were  sub- 
mitted by  both  protestonts  and- respondents,  and  in  certain  instances, 
as  in  the  cose  of  class  rates,  respondents  offered  substitute  scales 
for  our  consideration.  Protestants  are  primarily  interested  in  the 
rates  on  commodities  that  move  in  substantial  volume. 

FerUUger  and  fertilizer  materials. — Protestants  claim  that  the 
suspended  rates  on  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials,  in  carloads,  are 
unreasonable.  The  complainant  in  the  Meridian  Cate  asked  that 
rates  be  established  on  fertiliser  between  Meridian  and  Alabama 
points  on  basis  of  a  scale  prescribed  in  Royster  Gvano  Co.  t.  A.  O, 
L.  R.  R.  Co.,  60  I.  C.  C,  84.  We  found  that  transportation  condi- 
tions in  the  territory  here  involved  do  not  warrant  the  application 
of  so  low  a  basis  as  that  in  force  from  Norfolk  to  points  in  North 
Carolina,  and  prescribed  for  application  on  the  Southern  the  scale 
of  rates  contemporaneously  in  effect  on  the  Alabama  Great  Southern; 
and,  as  in  the  case  of  other  class  and  commodity  rates,  we  prescribed 
a  basis  10  per  cent  higher  for  application  on  the  Mobile  A  Ohio.  The 
suspended  rates  of  the  Southern  and  Alabama  Great  Southern  are  the 
same  as  the  present  rates  under  the  scale  prescribed  in  Royster  Ouano 
Co.  V.  A.  C.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  supra,  for  distances  up  to  100  miles,  but  ar* 
slightly  higher  for  greater  distances.  Bespondents  ask  us  to  approve 
in  lieu  of  the  rates  under  suspension  a  substitute  scale  which  pro- 
vides somewhat  lower  rates,  except  for  distances  of  10  to  15  miles 
and  35  to  75  miles,  inclusive. 

As  shown  in  the  following  table  of  rates,  stated  in  cents  per  net 
t(m,  the  reductions  that  would  result  from  the  adoption  of  the  sub- 
stitute scale  are  greater  in  number  and  in  amounts  than  the  increases, 
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and,  on  the  whole,  it  appears  to  be  more  cmisistent  and  better  graded 
than  the  suspended  scale: 
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We  find  that  the  suspended  rates  on  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ma- 
terials, in  carloads,  have  not  been  justified  and  that  rates  on  these 
commodities  not  exceeding  those  shown  in  the  substitute  scale  set 
forth  in  the  next  preceding  table  are,  and  for  the  future  will  be,  just 
and  reasonable  for  single-line  application  by  the  Southern  and  the 
Alabama  Great  Southern  between  Meridian  and  points  in  Meridian 
territory  as  hereinbefore  described. 

Cotton  in  bales. — The  suspended  rates  of  the  Southern  and  Ala- 
bama Ureat  Southern  on  cotton,  in  bales,  any  quantity,  between 
Meridian  and  Alabama  points,  while  lower  than  the  present  rates  of 
the  Southern  between  the  same  points,  are  the  same  as  the  present 
intrastate  rates  within  Alabama  of  the  Southern  and  Alabama  Great 
Southern.  The  Alabama  pro'estants  urge  that  these  rates  be  re- 
duced to  meet  the  scale  of  the  Southern  applicable  between  points  in 
North  Carolina  and  points  in  South  Carolina.  Respondents  shov 
that  the  movement  and  consumption  of  cotton  is  greater  in  the  Caro- 
linas  than  in  Alabama  and  Georgia ;  and  that,  for  the  shorter  hauls, 
truck  competition,  which  is  more  common  and  severe  in  the  Caro- 
linas  than  in  Alabama,  has  depressed  the  rate  structure  in  that  sec- 
tion. They  compare  the  suspended  rates  with  higher  rates  of  the 
Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley  from  points  in  Mississippi  to  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  under  which  there  is  a  very  substantial  movement  of  cotton. 
Respondents  offer  a  substitute  scale  which  would  provide  somewhat 
lower  rates  for  short  hauls  than  the  rates  under  suspension,  but  would 
increase  the  rates  for  longer  distances.  The  suspended  rates  are  on 
substantially  the  same  level  as  those  approved  in  Georgia  Rates, 
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Fares,  and  Charges,  60  I.  C.  C,  527,  ajid  the  present  record  does  not 
warrant  our  approval  of  a  different  basis. 

Cement. — The  Gulf  States  Portland  Cement  Company,  vhich 
manufactures  cement  at  Spocari,  Ala.,  a  point  on  the  Southern  about 
2  miles  east  of  Demopolis  and  about  56  miles  from  Meridian,  com- 
plains of  the  suspended  rates  on  cement,  in  carloads,  from  that  point 
to  Meridian,  Mobile,  Birmingham,  Selma,  and  Demopolis,  as  com- 
pared with  rates  on  the  same  commodity  to  the  same  destinations 
from  competing  cement-producing  points,  viz,  North  Birmingham, 
Leeds,  and  Raglaod,  Ala.,  Richard  City,  Tenn.,  Bockmart,  (}a.,  and 
Kosmosdale,  Ky.  Our  order  in  the  Meridian  Case  required  no  revi- 
sion of  the  intrastate  rat«s  from  North  Birmingham,  Leeds,  and  Rag- 
land  to  the  destinations  named.  Since  the  instant  case  was  heard  the 
rates  from  Leeds  and  Ragland  to  Meridian  and  from  Richard  City, 
Rockmart,  and  Kosmosdale  to  Meridian  and  Mobile  have  been  re- 
vised in  conformity  with  our  decision  in  Memphis  Southwestern  In- 
vestigation, S5  I.  C.  C,  515.  Present  and  suspended  rates  from 
Spocari  are  compared  below  with  the  present  rates  from  other  points 
named: 
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The  present  rates  from  North  Birmingham,  Leeds,  Kagland, 
Richard  City,  and  Rockmart  to  Birmingham,  Selma,  and  Demopolis 
are  in  general  much  lower,  relative  distances  considered,  than  the 
proposed  rates  from  Spocari  to  these  points.  Respondents  urge 
that  as  the  cement  ratee  from  Bockmart  and  Richard  City  to  com- 
mon points  in  the  southeast  have  not  been  revised  to  conform  U> 
the  fourth  section  of  the  act,  rates  from  those  points  to  Selma  and 
Birmingham  are  subnormal.  They  show  that  the  suspended  rates 
compare  favorably  with  the  present  rates  on  cement  from  Memphis 
to  points  OD  the  Illinois  Central  and  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  from 
New  Orleans,  La.,  to  points  on  the  Illinois  Central  and  New  Orleans 
A  Northeastern,  and  with  certain  scales  prescribed  by  us  in  Western 
CemMU  Sates,  48  I.  C.  C,  201 ;  62  I.  C.  C,  225. 

The  schedules  under  suspension  provide  for  the  cancellation  of 
joint  rates  on  cement  from  Spocari  to  Birmingham  and  Mobile  ap- 
plicable via  the  Southern  and  connecting  lines.    Our  order  in  the 
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Meri^em  Com  does  not  apply  to  joint  rates  and  hence  it  affords  no 
justification  for  such  action. 

It  was  not  intended  that  our  order  in  the  Mendian  Case  should 
be  broader  than  necessary  to  effect  remoTal  of  the  undue  prejudice 
against  that  point  Upon  further  consideration  of  the  facts,  it 
appears  that  in  respect  of  carload  rates  on  cement  from  Spocari 
enforcement  of  the  order  would  result  in  no  benefit  to  Meridian  and 
that,  on  tbe  other  hand,  it  would  subject  Spocari  to  disadvantage  in 
competing  with  the  other  cement-producing  points  named.  Merid- 
ian does  not  produce  cement,  and  its  outbound  cement  traffic,  like 
that  of  the  Alabama  cities,  consists  principally,  if  not  wholly,  of 
less-than-carload  lots  to  local  points.  Its  jobbers  receive  a  portion 
of  their  cement  from  Spocari  and  upon  such  shipments  they  would 
be  subjected  to  increased  rates.  Since  corresponding  Increases  are 
not  proposed  in  the  rates  from  North  Birmingham,  Leeds,  and 
Ragland  to  the  competing  Alabama  cities,  it  appears  that  the  dis- 
advantage of  Meridian  jobbers  would  be  increased  rather  than 
diminished  by  permitting  the  proposed  rates  from  Spocari  to  be- 
come effective.  We  accordingly  find  that  they  have  not  been  jus- 
tified, and  that  the  maintenance  by  respondents  of  relatively  lower 
rates  on  cement,  in  carloads,  from  Spocari  to  Mobile,  Birmingham, 
Selmn,  and  Demopolis  than  they  contemporaneously  maintain  on 
like  traffic  from  Meridian  to  the  same  points  is  not  unduly  prefer- 
ential of  the  Alabama  cities  named  or  unduly  prejudicial  to  Meridian. 

Live  stock. — The  suspended  scale  of  the  Southern  and  Alabama 
Great  Southern,  applicable  on  horses  and  mules,  carload,  subject 
to  a  minimum  of  23,000  pounds,  is  somewhat  higher  for  shorter 
distances  and  slightly  lower  for  longer  distances  than  the  scale  pre- 
acribed  by  us  in  Hudson  Mule  Co.  v.  L.  <&  N.  R.  R.  Co.,  63  I.  C.  C. 
6,  for  general  application  in  the  southeast.  The  suspended  rates 
on  cattle  are  the  same  as  those  on  horses  and  mules,  but  are  subject 
to  a  minimum  of  20,000  poimds.  Respondents  are  now  engaged  in 
a  revision  of  rates  on  horses  and  mules  to  conform  to  our  findings 
in  Budton  Mule  Co.  v.  L.  dk  N.  R.  R.  Co.,  supra,  and  they  sugg^ 
that  the  suspended  rates  on  horses  and  mules  be  modified  to  con- 
form to  that  scale,  which,  generally  speaking,  will  result  in  reduc- 
tions, and  that  the  same  scale  be  applied  on  cattle,  subject,  however, 
to  the  lower  minimum.  We  find  that  the  suspended  rates  on  horses, 
mtdes,  and  cattle,  in  carloads,  have  not  been  justified  and  that  rates 
not  exceeding  those  on  horses  and  mules,  in  carloads,  prescribed  in 
Hudson  Mule  Co.  v.  L.  <&  N.  R.  R.  Co.,  tupra,  are,  and  for  the 
future  will  be,  just  and  reasonable  for  application  on  horses  and 
mules,  in  carloads,  minimum  23,000  pounds,  and  on  cattle,  in  car- 

WLua 


D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


190 


INTERSTArE  COMMEBCE  COSJMISSION  REPORTS. 


loads,  minimum  20,000  pounds,  between  Meridian  and  points  cm 
the  Southern,  the  Alabama  Great  Southern,  and  the  Mobile  &  Ohio 
in  Meridian  territory  as  hereinbefore  described, 

Lumber. — Respondents  show  that  the  suspended  rates  of  the 
Southern  and  Alabama  Great  Southern  on  lumber,  in  carloads,  are 
in  general  lower  than  the  interstate  scales  of  the  Alabama  Great 
Southern;  the  interstate  rate  scales  of  the  Southern  applicable  on 
its  line  between  points  east  and  west  of  Atlanta;  and  numerous 
specific  rates  for  corresponding  distances  prescribed  by  us  in  other 
cases.  As  shown  in  the  following  table,  the  substitute  scale  whicfa 
respondents,  including  the  Mobile  &  Ohio,  ask  us  to  approve,  pro- 
vides rates  for  all  distances  that  are  the  same  as  or  lower  than  those 
under  suspension : 


Dinance. 

MS 

SDbMl- 

Dittann. 

to^ 

SabMS- 

Onu. 
■  s 

Ceno. 

i' 

10.1 

r 

1' 

Cnui. 

We  find  that  the  suspended  rates  on  lumber  and  articles  taking  the 
same  rates  or  rates  basing  thereon,  in  carloads,  have  not  been  justi- 
fied and  that  rates  on  lumber,  in  carloads  not  exceeding  those  named 
in  the  substitute  scale  shown  in  the  next  preceding  table  are,  and 
for  the  future  will  be,  just  and  reasonable  for  single-line  application 
between  Meridian  and  points  on  the  Southern,  the  Alabama  Great 
Southern,  and  the  Mobile  &  Ohio  in  Meridian  territory  as  herein- 
before described. 

Brick. — The  suspended  rates  on  brick,  in  carloads,  are  lower  than 
the  present  scale  of  rates  applicable  on  the  same  commodity  be- 
tween points  in  central  territory,  which  is  before  us  in  Docket  Na 
10733,  National  Paving  Brick  Mfrt.  A»so.  v.  Director  GeneraL 
Bespondents  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  central  territoiy 
traffic  density  is  greater  and  the  general  level  of  rates  is  lower  than 
in  southeastern  territory. 

Respondents'  exhibits  show  that  the  suspended  rates  are  in  general 
no  higher  than  those  provided  in  various  other  interstate  scales  of 
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the  Southern  and  Alabama  Great  Southern.    They  offer,  however,  a 
substitute  scale  which  compares  with  the  suspended  rates  as  follows: 
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The  rates  provided  by  the  substitute  scale  are  the  same  as  or 
lower  than  the  suspended  rates  for  distances  under  130  miles,  and 
in  those  instances  where  they  are  higher  for  longer  distances  the 
difference  does  not  exceed  0.6  cent.  The  rates  in  the  substitute  scale 
for  distances  of  5  and  200  miles  are  the  same  as  those  in  the  scale 
under  suspension,  but  the  former  scale  has  a  more  consistent  rate  of 
progression  than  the  latter. 

We  find  that  the  suspended  rates  on  brick,  in  carloads,  have  not 
been  justified  and  that  rates  not  exceeding  those  named  in  the  sub- 
stitute scale  set  forth  in  the  next  preceding  table,  are  and  for  the 
future  will  be,  just  and  reasonable  for  single-line  application  between 
Meridian  and  points  on  the  Southern  and  the  Alabama  Great  South- 
ern in  Meridian  territory  as  hereinbefore  described. 

Other  commodities, — The  evidence  relating  to  the  rates  of  the 
Southern,  Alabama  Great  Southern,  and  Mobile  &  Ohio  on  other 
specific  commodities  need  not  be  detailed.  As  previously  stated,  our 
order  in  the  Meridian  Case  provided  that  for  single-line  hauls  of 
the  Mobile  &  Ohio,  within  the  prescribed  territory,  the  commodity 
rates  specified  should  be  10  per  cent  in  excess  of  similar  rates  pre- 
scribed for  single-line  application  on  the  Southern  and  Alabama 
Great  Southern.  The  propriety  of  this  relationship  appears  to  be 
quite  generally  conceded. 

We  find  that  the  suspended  commodity  rates  of  the  Southern  and 
the  Alabama  Great  Southern  have  been  justified,  with  the  exceptions 
hereinbefore  stated.  We  further  find  that  the  suspended  rates  of 
the  Mobile  A  Ohio  have  been  justified,  except  as  hereinbefore  found 
in  respect  of  rates  on  horses,  mules,  cattle,  and  lumber,  in  carloads, 
and  except  in  so  far  as  they  exceed  by  more  than  10  per  cent  the 
rates  herein  found  reasonable  for  application  on  like  traffic  for  cor- 
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responding  distances  by  the  Southern  and  the  Alabama  Great  South- 
ern. The  schedules  naming  rates  which  we  have  found  not  justified 
irill  be  ordered  canceled,  and  respondents  will  be  required  to  estab- 
lish rates  on  the  commodities  involved  in  accordance  with  our  find- 
ings herein. 


With  the  exception  of  rates  on  lumber  and  some  individual  rates  on 
certain  other  commodities,  it  appears  that  the  suspended  rates  to  and 
from  points  on  the  Tennessee  &  Northern  are  on  the  bases  prescribed 
in  the  Meridian  Case.  Our  order  in  that  case  prescribed  joint  rates 
on  agricultural  implements,  building  material,  and  cotton  seed,  in 
carloads,  between  Meridian  and  stations  on  the  Tennessee  &  Northern 
by  way  of  the  Southern  and  Alabama  Great  Southern  and,  with 
these  exceptions,  provided  that  the  class  and  commodity  rates  to  and 
from  Meridian  should  not  exceed  the  combinations  on  junction 
points.  It  further  provided  that  the  Meridian  rates  should  be  no 
higher  than  those  of  the  Alabama  cities  for  like  distances. 

Protestants  contend  that  the  suspended  rates  on  certain  classes 
and  commodities,  particularly  lumber,  naval  stores,  fertilizer,  cotton, 
brick,  lime,  plaster,  cement,  and  sewer  pipe,  in  carloads,  are  unrea- 
sonable. 

Respondents  admit  that  the  suspended  rates  on  lumber  between 
Mobile  and  Tennessee  &  Northern  points  were  not  published  in  con- 
formity with  our  order  in  the  Meridian  Case.  In  recognition  of  the 
highly  competitive  character  of  lumber  traffic,  they  now  propt^e  the 
following  scale  of  rates  on  that  commodity,  in  carloads,  for  applica- 
tion between  Meridian,  Mobile,  and  the  ottier  Alabama  cities,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  Tennessee  &  Northern  stations,  on  the  other : 
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The  joint  rates  thus  proposed  for  two-line  hauls,  while  higher 
than  the  suspended  rates  of  the  Southwn  and  Alabama  Great  South- 
em  for  single-line  hauls,  are  materially  lower  than  the  present  and 
suspended  rates  between  Meridian  and  Tennessee  &  Northern  sta- 
tions and  the  suspended  rates  between  Mobile  and  such  stations  for 
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like  distances;  in  some  instances  they  are  the  same  as,  in  othci? 
slightly  higher  than,  the  present  rates  between  Mobile .  and  such 
stations. 

We  find  that  the  suspended  rates  on  lumber,  in  carloads,  between 
Meridian  and  points  on  the  Tennessee  &  Nortiiern  have  not  been 
justified,  and  that  rates  not  exceeding  those  set  forth  in  the  next 
preceding  table,  are,  and  for  the  future  will  be,  just  and  reasonable 
for  application  on  that  commodity  between  said  points. 

The  Tennessee  &  Northern  factor  of  the  present  combination 
rates  on  naval  stores,  viz,  rosin,  in  bulk  or  in  barrels,  any  quantity, 
and  on  turpentine,  spirits  of  turpentine,  or  wood  turpentine,  in  bar- 
rels, any  quantity,  or  in  tank-car  loads,  between  points  on  that  car- 
rier's line  and  Meridian  is  on  a  class  basis,  but  joint  commodity  rates 
are  in  effect  on  these  commodities  from  the  same  points  to  Mobile. 
The  suspended  schedules  would  materially  increase  the  rates  be- 
tween Tennessee  &  Northern  stations  and  Mobile.  The  evidence  indi- 
cates that  these  commodities  are  not  now  handled  to  or  from  Merid- 
ian in  carload  quantities  and  that  there  is  no  immediate  pros- 
pect of  such  movement.  Mobile,  on  the  other  hand,  is  a  concentra- 
tion point  for  the  exportation  and  reshipment  of  naval  stores,  in 
competition  with  Savannah,  Ga.,  Pensacola,  Fla.,  and  other  ports, 
with  which  its  rates  are  aligned.  We  accordingly  find  that  the  main- 
tenance by  respondents  of  relatively  higher  rates  on  these  com- 
modities between  Meridian  and  points  on  the  Tennessee  &  Northern 
than  they  contemporaneously  maintain  between  such  points  and 
Mobile,  Selma,  Montgomery,  Birmingham,  Demopolis,  and  Tusca- 
loosa, is  not  unduly  prejudicial  to  Meridian  and  unduly  preferential 
of  the  Alabama  cities  named. 

The  present  and  suspended  rates  on  fertilizer,  in  carloads,  between 
Mobile  and  Meridian,  on  the  one  hand,  and  representative  points  on 
tiie  Tennessee  &  Northern,  on  the  other,  are  shown  in  the  subjoined 
statement : 
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A  number  of  these  suspended  rates  were  published  in  error.  The 
rate  between  Mobile  and  Fairford  should  have  been  16.25  cents 
instead  of  20.5  cents.  The  rates  between  Mobile,  on  tbe  one  hand, 
and  Cromwell  and  Ward,  on  the  other,  were  not  increased  to  the  letd 
of  the  rates  between  Meridian  and  Tennessee  &  Northern  stations  f<H 
corresponding  distances.  The  suspended  rates  between  Mobile  and 
those  points  should  be  36.73  cents.  The  suspended  rates  from  and  to 
Meridian  exceed  the  present  joint  class-0  rates,  applicable  on  fer- 
tilizer under  respondents'  exceptions  to  the  classification,  by  from  30 
to  90  per  cent,  or  from  75  cents  to  $3.55  per  ton.  Meridian  protest- 
ants  contrast  the  proposed  rate  to  Fairford  with  the  rate  of  $5.80  pet 
ton  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  New  Orleans,  La.,  698  miles,  prescribed 
in  Rates  To,  From^  and  Between  Pomta  South  of  Ohio  River^  H 
I.  C.  C,  306.  The  record  clearly  shows  that  the  proposed  rat«fi  od 
fertilizer,  carloads,  between  Meridian  and  points  on  the  Tennessee 
&.  Northern  would  be  unreasonable,  and  does  not  warrant  us  in  ap- 
proving any  increases  in  the  present  joint  rates. 

The  application  of  combination  ratea  between  Meridian  and  the 
Alabama  cities,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points  on  the  Tennessee  A 
Northern,  on  the  other,  would  also  result  in  abnormally  high  rates  on 
cotton,  brick,  lime,  plaster,  cement,  and  sewer  pipe,  in  carloads.  On 
pressed  brick  and  sewer  pipe  for  distances  in  excess  of  30  and  35  miles, 
the  Tennessee  &,  Northern  factors  of  the  suspended  rates  from  and  to 
Meridian  exceed  by  more  than  100  per  cent  the  rates  prescribed  in 
the  Meridian  Case  for  corresponding  distances  on  the  Southern  and 
Alabama  Great  Southern,  The  Tennessee  &  Northern  factors  on  lime, 
plaster,  and  cement  are  almost  as  high  by  comparison,  particularly 
for  t^e  greater  distances.  That  factor  on  conmion  brick,  while  lower 
than  on  the  other  commodities,  is  markedly  disproportionate  to  the 
suspended  rates  of  the  other  lines  for  like  distances.  The  suspended 
cotton  rates  likewise  reflect  the  extremely  hi),^  lerels  of  the  Tennessee 
A  Northern  local  scale  on  that  commodity,  beginning  with  50  cents 
per  100  pounds,  or  $2.50  per  bale,  for  distances  of  5  miles  or  under, 
and  progressing  to  87.5  cents  per  100  pounds,  or  $4.S75  per  bale,  for 
the  maximum  distance  of  1^  miles  between  points  on  t^at  line.  The 
proposed  rates  to  Meridian  from  stations  Ward  to  Silas,  and  from 
Boyd  to  Shepards,  inclusive,  are  from  92.5  cents  to  $2,065  per  bale 
higher  than  the  present  joint  commodity  rates. 

Under  Uie  present  tariffs  applying  between  Meridian  and  points  on 
the  Tennessee  &  Northern  most  of  the  commodities  considered  in  the 
preceding  paragraphs  and  numerous  others  upon  which  substantial 
increases  are  proposed,  are  subject  either  to  joint  conmjodity  rates, 
or  to  joint  class  rates  governed  by  exceptions  to  the  classification 
published  in  note  67  of  agent  J.  E,  Crosland's  L  C.  C.  No.  4.    The 
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joint  class  rates  governed  by  these  exceptions  are  principally  in- 
cluded in  classes  K,  L,  M,  N,  and  O.  The  suspended  schedules  do 
not  provide  combination  class  rates  on  the  five  classes  named.  In 
respect  of  all  other  classes  the  application  of  our  order  in  the  Meri- 
dian Case  would  cause  a  greater  number  of  reductions  to  and  from 
Meridian  than  it  would  increases.  It  was  not  contemplated  that  the 
joint  class  and  commodity  rates  between  Meridian  and  points  on  the 
Tennessee  &  Northern  found  unreasonable  in  that  case  should  be 
generally  superseded  by  still  higher  combination  rates. 

We  find  that  the  suspended  class  and  commodity  rates  to  and 
from  points  on  the  Tennessee  &  Northern  have  been  justified  except 
as  hereinbefore  found ;  and  except  those  on  articles  which  under  the 
schedules  now  in  effect,  have  lower  joint  commodity  rates  or  lower 
joint  class  rates  applicable  between  Meridian  and  points  on  the  Ten- 
nessee &  Northern  on  traffic  rated  in  classes  K,  L,  M,  N,  and  O  in  note 
67  of  agent  J.  E.  Crosland's  I.  C.  C.  No.  4.  We  further  find  that 
the  proposed  increased  rates  on  commodities  included  within  the 
foregoing  exceptions  have  not  been  justitied  and  that  such  lower 
joint  class  and  commodity  rates  are,  and  for  the  future  will  be,  just 
and  reasonable  for  application  thereon  between  Meridian  and  points 
on  the  Tennessee  &  Northern.  Respondents  will  be  required  to  can- 
cel rates  under  suspension  that  are  higher  than  those  found  justified 
and  to  establish  rates  in  accordance  with  our  findings  herein. 
An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 

It  should  be  understood  that  our  findings  and  order  herein  super- 
sede those  made  in  the  Meridian  Case  in  so  far  as  they  may  be  in< 
consistent  therewith. 
66  I.  C.  0. 
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NEW  ENGLAND  DIVISIONS. 

No.  11756. 

BANGOR  &  AROOSTOOK  RAILROAD  COMPANY  ET  AL. 

V. 

ABERDEEN  &  ROCKFISH  RAILROAD  COMPANY  ET  AL 

Submitted  November  S9,  ISZl.    Decided  Jamiary  SO,  192S. 

Upon  reargumeat  findings  In  62  I.  G.  C,  613,  modified.  Tbe  diTlslons  of  the 
Joint  class  rates  under  consideration  and  of  the  similar  Joint  coramoditr 
rates  wblch  divide  on  the  claas-rate  basis,  other  than  those  in  which  com- 
plainant the  Bangor  &  Aroostook  Railroad  Company  participates,  found 
unjust,  nnreasonabie,  and  Inequitable  for  tbe  future  to  tbe  extent  that 
complainants'  divisions  tliereof  shall  be  less  then  115  per  cent  of  tbeti 
present  divisions,  exc«^t  In  cases  where  their  present  divlstons  are  greater 
than  the  divisions  accrnlng  to  defendants,  in  which  caeeB  the  aforesKld 
divisions  are  found  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  Inequitable  foe  the  futore 
to  tbe  extent  that  complainants'  divisions  shall  be  less  than  their  [)resent 
divtsions  plus  15  per  cent  of  the  divisions  now  accruing  to  defendants. 

Charles  F.  Ckoaie,  jr.,  for  complainants. 

Henry  Wolf  BikU  and  John  C.  Bills  for  defendants. 

Bepobt  or  THE  Commission  on  Reabouhsnt. 
Bt  the  Commission: 

In  our  former  report,  62  I.  C.  C,  513,  we  considered  the  com- 
plaint of  certain  steam  railroads,^  operating  almost  wholly  within 
New  England,  that  the  divisions  accruing  to  Uiem  out  of  the  joint 
freight  rates  between  points  in  New  England  on  their  lines  and  all 
other  points  in  the  United  States  and  adjacent  foreign  countries 
were  and  are  in  violation  of  paragraph  (4),  section  1,  and  para- 
graph (6),  section  15,  of  the  interstate  commerce  act.  We  found 
that  the  record  afforded  no  foundation  upon  ^hich  might  rest  a 
valid  prescription  by  U9  of  divisions,  but  that  we  could  not  dis- 
regard the  conditions  portrayed.  Existing  divinonal  arrangemento 
were  the  "  antithesis  of  equality,  uniformity,  system,  or  order,"  and 
our  conclusion,  at  pages  565-6,  was; 

Our  duty  would  not  be  fully  performed  if  we  did  not  require  a  readjustment 
under  which  tbe  conditions  shall  be  relieved  and  demonstrably  fair  treatment 
accorded  to  all  parties  with  respect  to  individual  divisions.    We  are  convinced, 

>  BsDEOT  a  Arooatook  Biltrosd  Compinr ;  BoitoD  A  Maine  BaUnwd ;  Central  Naw 
Bngland  SaUwa;  Company ;  Central  Vermont  Raiivaj  ComitanT ;  Maine  Central  BaHroad 
Conpanj;  New  York,  Kew  Haven  a  Hartford  Ballroad  Canpany;  Botluid  BaUroad  Cms- 
pan; ;  and  their  nbildiarlea  and  operated  llnea. 
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upon  conaldenittoa  of  all  the  t&cta,  tb&t  Jaet,  fair,  and  equitable  dlvlsloiia  can 
uot  In  many  Instances  flow  (rotn  the  chaotic  divisional  arrangemeotB  to  which 
yve  have  adverted.  We  ehsU  expect  defendants  and  complainants  to  promptly 
submit  to  us  proposed  readjastments  that  wiU  remove  the  Inconsistencies  por- 
trayed of  record  and  bring  Into  conformity  with  the  principles  of  law  and 
equity  expressed  In  tbe  act  the  divisional  arrangements,  individually  and  as 
m  whole,  between  complainants  and  defendants.  To  this  end  designation  by 
the  parties  of  appropriate  committees  of  qoolifled  personnel  Is  recommended, 
aod  we  sholl  expect  the  appointment  of  such  committees  to  work  Jointly  in 
revision  of  the  divisions  and  to  report  to  us  at  the  end  of  90  days  after  the 
date  hereof  the  results  of  their  efforts,  together  with  statements  of  divisions 
upon  which  agreement  has  been  reached,  as  well  as  those  npon  which  there 
may  not  be  complete  agreement.  Such  statemenla  may  be  accompanied  by 
statements  of  fact  and  argument  ufion  which  the  respective  committees  rely. 
Thereafter  reports  should  be  made  to  us  at  the  end  of  each  period  of  60 
days  until  final  and  complete  dlsixiBltion  of  the  Issues  shall  have  been  ac- 
complished. 

Subsequently,  no  readjustment  having  been  accomplished,  com- 
plainants filed  a  petition  for  reargument,  and  this  request  was 
gra.nted.  It  now  becomes  necessary  to  re-examine  the  subject  and  our 
former  conclusions  in  the  light  of  this  reargument,  which  was  held 
on  November  29,  1921,  and  in  the  light  of  our  own  further  consider- 
ation of  the  law  and  the  evidence. 

At  pages  560-1  of  our  former  report,  we  considered  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  (6),  section  15,  of  the  interstate  commerce  act,  men- 
tioned the  various  pertinent  factors  which  we  must  consider  is 
fixing  divisions,  and  sumMarized  our  duty  as  follows : 

We  are  bound  under  the  statute  to  determine  whether  divisions  properly  in 
Issue  justly,  reasonably,  and  equitably  compensate  each  carrier,  relatively  and 
per  «e,  for  the  service  It  performs  Id  the  Joint  haul  under  Joint  rates,  fares,  and 
chaTges.  Our  determination  must  be  predicated  upon  a  consideration  of  aQ 
the  various  pertinent  factors  including  the  ability  or  disability  of  the  several 
carriers  to  adequately,  economically,  and  efQdently  meet  their  common-carrier 
obligations.  In  the  final  analysis  the  Just  measure  of  divisions  Is  the  reason- 
able and  equitable  share  of  the  revenue  earned  under  the  rates  to  be  divided 
which  each  carrier  shonld  receive. 

In  view  of  our  conclusions  as  to  the  facts,  this  was  an  adequate 
summary.  But  in  Piiieburgh  <£  W.  Va.  Ry.  Co.  v.  P.  <Ss  L.  E.  R.  R. 
Co.,  61  I.  C.  C,  272,  where  we  prescribed  divisions,  we  stated  the 
intent  and  purpose  of  the  law  as  follows,  at  page  283 : 

We  ate  not  prevented  by  the  provision  above  quoted  from  takluE  into  con- 
stderatton  any  circuntstancea  and  coodlUons  whlcb  we  may  deem  to  have 
weight  In  measuring  the  Justice  and  reasonableness  of  divisions ;  but  It  Is  an 
Intent  clearly  disclosed  that  we  shall  keep  continually  In  view  the  public  in- 
terest, the  public  need  for  a  transportation  system  strong  In  all  Its  parts,  and 
the  consequent  necessity  that  carriers  shall  receive  compensation  fairly  pro- 
portioned to  the  amount  and  character  of  the  service  which  they  perform  and 
adequate  to  enable  them  to  perform  It  efficiently. 
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Paragraph  (6),  aection  Xfi,  of  the  interstate  conuneroe  act  was  a 
part  of  the  transportation  act,  1920.  Both  the  legislative  histor? 
and  the  provisions  of  that  act  make  it  clear  that  the  purpose  of 
Congress  in  this  legislation  was  broader  than  the  mere  regulation  of 
individual  railroads.  Congress  was  endeavoring  to  assure  an  effec- 
tive transportation  system  for  the  nation.  The  principle  was  recog- 
nized that  the  various  carriers,  while  independently  owned,  aic 
nevertheless  to  a  large  extent  interdependent,  and  that  they  owe  a 
duty  to  one  another  in  the  public  interest. 

Upon  this  foundation  rests  the  provision  with  respect  to  divisioDs. 
As  we  said  in  Pittshvrgh  <6  W.  Va.  Ry.  Co.  v.  P.  <&  L.  E.  R.  B.  Co., 
supra,  at  page  282,  "it  recognizes  clearly  that  divisions  are  affected 
with  a  public  interest  and  are  not  a  mere  matter  of  bargain  and 
trade  between  carriers."  We  there  held  that  strategic  advantage  waa 
not  a  factor  to  which  we  could  give  weight  in  fixing  divisions,  and 
that  (page  283)  "  it  was  to  avoid  the  unduly  prejudicial  effect  of  such 
strategic  advantages  upon  the  weaker  carriers  and  the  resulting  im- 
pairment of  transportation  facilities  upon  which  a  substantial  por- 
tion of  the  country  depends  that  our  powers  over  divisions  were 
clarified  and  strengthened."  The  thought  dominates  the  law,  as  it 
is  now  framed,  that  a  paramount  consideration  in  determining  the 
equitable  share  of  the  joint  revenue  which  any  carrier  shall  receive 
must  be  the  relative  amount  and  cost  of  the  service  which  it  renders, 
and  that  mileage  is  not  a  gnuge  of  relative  cost  where  terminal  serv- 
ice is  performed  or  the  transportation  is  carried  on  under  other  un- 
favorable conditions. 

And  Congress  went  further.  It  required  us  to  give  due  considera- 
tion to — 

the  amount  of  revenae  required  to  pa;  tlielr  respective  operating  expenses, 
taxes,  and  a  fair  return  on  their  railway  property  held  for  and  oaed  In  the 
service  of  trn asportation. 

And  also  to — 

the  Importance  to  the  pnbltc  of  the  transportation  services  of  such  carriers. 
In  our  fonner  report,  at  page  561,  we  paraphrased  this  requirement 
by  saying  that  one  of  the  pertinent  factors  to  be  considered  is  the 
"  ability  or  disability  of  the  several  carriers  to  adequately,  eco- 
nomically, and  efficiently  meet  their  common-carrter  obligations"; 
nnd  we  also  said  that  while  the  "public  interest  does  not  demand 
nor  do^  the  statute  either  expressly  or  by  reasonable  implication 
provide  that  we  may  prescribe  increased  divisions  of  joint  rates,  fares, 
and  charges  to  be  received  by  certain  carriers  merely  because  other 
carriers  participating  in  the  joint  rates,  fares,  or  charges,  considered 
as  a  whole,  have  not  failed  in  so  great  a  degree  to  earn  a  fair  return 
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upon  the  value  of  their  property  devoted  to  the  public  servic«,"  never- 
theless "  this  is  one  factor  which  may  be  taken  into  consideration.** 

It  is  impossible  to  avoid  the  conclusion  that  Congress  intended 
the  relative  financial  needs  of  carriers,  so  far  as  these  needs  are  legiU' 
mate  and  incident  to  the  transportation  service,  to  be  given  consid- 
eration in  fixing  divisions ;  and  it  is  just  and  right  that  this  should 
be  80.  The  cost  of  the  service  includes  not  only  expenses  of  operation 
but  taxes  and  the  proper  capital  charges  incident  to  the  continued 
functioning  of  the  property.  We  recognize  this  when  we  make 
allowance  for  density  of  traffic  in  the  determination  of  reasonable 
rates.  The  share  of  overhead  costs  fairly  attributable  to  interchange 
traffic  may  likewise  be  greater,  relatively,  where  this  density  is  low. 
Moreover,  the  group  plan  of  increasing  rates  which  we  followed  in 
1920  under  the  provisions  of  the  new  law  necessarily  results  in  in- 
equality of  return  to  the  various  carriers.  Certain  of  them  gain  a 
larger  reward  than  they  would  receive  if  it  were  praoticable  to  fix 
rates  for  individual  companies,  while  others  have  less.  Yet  aU  are 
parts  of  the  national  transportation  system  and  must  be  adequately 
maintained  if  they  are  not  to  be  abandoned.  Due  regard  for  the 
public  interest  demands  that  we  give  these  fortuitous  inequalities 
consideration  in  the  fixing  of  divisions. 

Summing  up  this  phase  of  the  matter,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  ^ 
our  power  over  divisions  is  founded  upon  the  public  interest;  that 
the  carriers  are  mutually  dependent  parts  of  the  transportation 
system ;  that  the  public  interest  requires  that  all  essential  parts  be 
maintained,  so  far  as  possible,  in  effective  working  condition;  that 
the  relative  amount  and  cost  under  economical  and  efficient  manage- 
ment of  the  service  rendered  is  a  prime  factor  in  determining  the  fair 
and  equitable  share  of  joint  revenue  which  each  carrier  shall  re- 
ceive ;  and  that  included  in  such  cost  is  a  due  proportion  of  the  bur- 
den of  maintaining  the  financial  integrity  and  credit  of  the  carrier. 

Complainants  perform  their  part  of  the  interchange  service  under 
less  favorable  conditions  than  their  connections  west  of  the  Hudson 
Biver.  They  are  terminal  lines ;  their  hauls  are  short ;  their  traffic 
splits  at  frequent  junction  points  and  is  diffused  over  many  secondary 
and  branch  lines;  their  trainloads  are  necessarily  relatively  light; 
the  density  of  their  freight  traffic  is  relatively  low ;  and  while  their 
investment  per  mile  of  road  is  low,  their  investment  per  revenue  ton- 
mile  is  relatively  high.  Moreover,  no  coal  mines  are  located  on  their 
rails,  and  fuel  and  many  other  supplies  must  be  brought  from  con- 
siderable distances. 

These  unfavorable  conditions  are  not  new ;  they  have  long  existed. 
They  have  been  the  cause,  however,  of  a  disproportionate  increase  in 
the  burden  upon  the  New  England  lines  during  the  past  three  years. 
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Cpo«-.  '>;  jkrf  «xi«::.^Ket  [*i  1ji».»1'  :>«  ;:--i — ^-^ . . . — „ — .  .-  ISOk  5  per  cent. 

Tt*-;?!;;.'*:!  <wsts  [leT  !-<*:•>  Ml  Uci-=_t*    — ir- __- 1*4.1  per  cent. 

rrt-ebt-Hi^  njiKs per  l-**:«9  s«  toa-Siilfs  'ii^i:   — .„  1TB, 7  percent. 

Wl.ilt  la^»r  L=  appar£i.tlj  nc*  so  'ajge  a  fsj^ior.  rtlativoly.  in  the 
op^ntjiji^  of  ir^  sn^-aller  noribem  Sew  Krg'at>.i  litis  a^  it  is  in  the 
operatJritL:  of  the  icore  eo:..pItx  aci  ct'T^ri-ite-i  iites  of  southern  Xew 
England,  tte  northem  line*  hare  liiewi^  i.-.fcn  i  a  d-sproportionate 
burden  by  nnsori  of  the  ic-rea?es  in  wares  (iuring  the  past  three 
years  to  a  standardized  level,  since  ir.e  wajr^  which  thev  paid  there- 
tofore were  below  the  averaje  prevailing  in  iLe  tastem  group. 

The  divisional  arrangements  esh;b:teJ  of  rtcord  are  built  upon 
block  bases,  and  in  some  cases  coiisinictive  mileage  is  u=ed  or  erbi- 
traries  are  added.  As  pointed  out  in  otir  for!i:er  report,  the  blocking 
is  often  irregular,  incon^tent.  and  iUogic;il.  Nevertheless,  this 
ETBtem  of  dividing  the  joint  rates  of  the  New  England  lines  and 
their  western  connections  has  existed  for  a  great  many  years,  and,  so 
far  as  the  record  shows,  without  complaint  until  the  extraordinary 
chann'es  of  the  past  three  years.  It  is  a  reasonable  assumption  that 
nr.t;i  then  it  produced  on  the  whole  results  which  were  fair. 

Ti.t:  d:v;.=ifjr.al  arrangements  shown  apply  to  class  rates,  and 
('•r.Ara!!;  ft  the  commodity  rates  on  articles  which  are  classified. 
T:.T*  ■»  .'.'.  ffvi'Ience  with  respect  to  the  divisions  on  coal  and  coke. 
f, .  •',  t:  ■<  »i.'i  its  edible  products  high  explosives,  or  certain  low- 
C"*.-:*  ".r..,'.v>/t.'-s  moving  short  dislani'es,  Xor  were  divisions  of 
f,-.*  V,\:  ■//.r  &  Aroostook  shown.  Findings  can  not  be  made  with 
ft.t-^.1  (/,  »r,y  (,f  thp^  divisions,  and  complainants  do  not  now  ask 
fr,r  »,•.-,  f.tA.i.iT':  ^to  the  other  hand,  defendants  made  no  offer  to 
|,."/i»  ff.»(  •i'.:'.''.o!,it  in  .^'joh  cases  are  so  favorable  to  complainants  as 
|/,  (/../*■  '.ji  f'lr  'i'-l'i' ':':iK-\t^  elsewhere,  and  the  absence  of  evidence 

66 1,  c.  c. 


)vGooi^lc 


MBW  BKOLASD  DIVISIONB.  201 

in  regard  to  the  divisiona  of  certain  rates  constitutes  no  reason  for 
failure  to  act  upon  the  divisions  as  to  vhich  there  is  evidence. 

With  respect  to  the  latter  complainants  submitted  exhibits  show- 
ing the  diTisions  as  between  the  New  England  roads  and  their  western 
connections  of  several  thousand  joint  rates  applying  between  every 
division  block  of  ccmplainants  other  than  the  Bangor  &  Aroostook 
and  representative  points  of  traffic  importance  in  all  parts  of  the 
eastern  group.  One  of  the  principal  witnesses  for  defendants  testi- 
fied that  the  selection  was  illustrative  and  fair.  Similar  information 
was  submitted  by  complainants  with  respect  to  various  transconti- 
nental rates  and  rates  to  and  from  the  south,  but  no  evidence  was 
offered  by  defendants  operating  in  southern  or  western  territories. 
Before  the  extraordinary  changes  of  the  past  three  years  the  New 
England  lines,  because  of  the  relatively  unfavorable  conditions  which 
have  already  been  mentioned,  were  clearly  entitled  to  divisions  ma- 
terially larger  than  would  be  received  under  a  mileage  prorate.  The 
evidence  shows: 

1.  That  in  not  a  few  cases  the  present  New  England  divisions  are 
less  than  would  be  received  on  a  strict  mileage  basis;  that  they  are 
generally  larger ;  but  that  in  many  cases  the  excess  is  slight. 

2.  That  in  many  cases  the  New  England  divisions  are  larger  than 
would  result  from  a  50-mile  block  plan,  allowing  an  extra  block  of 
50  miles  to  both  the  originating  and  the  terminal  carrier,  although 
frequently  they  are  smaller. 

3.  That  in  many  cases  the  New  England  divisions  are  a  smaller 
percentage  of  the  corresponding  local  rates  than  are  the  divisions 
west  of  the  Hudson,  although  by  no  means  in  all  cases. 

4.  That  in  the  instances  where  the  New  England  lines  are  allowed 
arbitraries  before  the  division  of  the  rates,  these  arbitraries  have  not 
been  increased,  notwithstanding  the  large  percentage  increases  which 
have  been  made  in  the  joint  rates  in  recent  years. 

Having  in  mind  that  the  SO-mile  block  plan  is  designed  merely  to 
afford  some  additional  compensation  to  the  originating  and  terminal 
carriers  and  makes  no  allowance  whatever  for  operating  disad- 
vantages of  the  New  England  roads,  apart  from  terminal  service, 
there  is  nothing  in  this  evidence  which  tends  to  overthrow  the  pre- 
sumption that  the  divisional  arrangements,  prior  to  the  recent  ex- 
traordinary changes,  produced  fair  results  or  that  they  were  unduly 
favorable  on  the  whole  to  the  New  England  carriers.  But  if  this 
presumption  he  accepted  as  a  fair  and  reasonable  conclusion  from 
the  facts  of  record,  the  further  evidence  with  regard  to  the  effect  of 
the  recent  extraordinary  changes  leads  inevitably  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  scales  which  formerly  hung  approximately  level  as  between 
the  participating  carriers  are  now  tipped  against  the  New  England 
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roads  and  in  favor  of  their  western  connections,  because  of  the  dis- 
proportionate results  of  these  changes. 

These  conclusions  are  further  supported  by  the  evidence  in  regard 
to  financial  needs.  In  1917  the  railway  operating  income  of  the 
complainants  amounted  to  6.68  per  cent  upon  their  recorded  rail- 
road property  investment,  as  compared  with  5.63  per  cent  for  the 
carriers  in  the  remainder  of  the  eastern  group.  In  1919  this  hod 
changed  to  1.02  per  cent  for  the  Kew  England  lines  and  1.84  per 
cent  for  the  other  carriers.  For  the  first  10  months  of  1920  the  rail- 
way operating  deficit  of  the  New  England  roads  amounted  to  3.10 
per  cent  upon  investment,  while  the  similar  deficit  of  the  other 
eastern  carriers  was  but  0.92  per  cent  Finally,  in  the  12  months 
ended  September  30,  1921,  it  appears  that  the  deficit  of  the  New 
England  roads  was  0.87  per  cent  upon  investment,  while  the  income 
of  the  other  carriers  amounted  to  2.85  per  cent.  Thus  the  relative 
situation  of  the  New  England  carriers  has  grown  progressively 
worse,  and  it  is  a  fact  g«ierally  conceded  that  as  a  group  they  are 
in  greater  financial  need  than  any  similar  group  of  important  car- 
riers in  the  country.  Moreover,  in  comparing  the  results  from  opera- 
tions, it  may  be  noted  that  the  investment  of  the  New  England  roads 
is  relatively  low  per  mile,  and  that  there  is  evidence  sustaining  the 
soundness  and  vididity  of  this  investment  while  no  similar  evidence 
has  been  offered  with  reference  to  the  other  carriers. 
In  Increased  Bates,  19S0,  58  I.  C.  C;  220,  we  said,  at  page  247 : 
Wbile  the  New  England  carriers  are  Included  In  the  eastern  group  and  are 
snbject  to  the  percentage  for  tbat  group,  the  evidence  as  to  the  disproportionate 
needs  of  the  New  England  lines  makes  It  desirable  that  the  carriers  give  careful 
consideration  to  the  divisions  of  Joint  rates  aecralng  to  these  lines. 

Nor  does  the  evidence  indicate  that  the  financial  needs  of  the  New 
England  lines  are  ascribable  to  the  low  level  of  their  local  freight 
rates  or  passenger  fares.  Both  the  class  and  commodity  rates  within 
New  England  were  revised  and  increased  in  1914  in  a  manner  de- 
scribed in  The  Five  Per  Cent  Case,  32  L  C.  C,  326,  as  follows,  at 
page  333: 

The  heneOcent  effect  of  an  intelligent  revlsloD  of  rates  Is  shown  by  the 
results  obtained  in  New  England  while  this  proceeding  was  pending.  The  New 
England  carriers  sought  approval  In  this  case  of  an  Increase  only  in  the  rates 
on  traffic  moving  between  that  territory  and  other  parts  of  olBcial  classlBca- 
tiOD  territory;  they  did  not  propose  a  general  S  per  cent  increase  In  thtir 
freight  rates.  Those  carriers  undertook  instead  a  general  rate  revision,  which 
has  slBce  been  largely  effected  tbrougb  friendly  conferences  with  state  com- 
mlastona  and  with  shippers  and  is  now,  by  common  consent  of  the  shipping 
public  and  state  officials,  being  brought  to  a  conclusion  on  a  baals  that  wiU 
afford  those  lines  much  larger  additional  net  incnme  than  they  could  have 
secured  through  a  6  per  cent  Increase  in  their  freight  rates. 
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The  class  rates  were  again  sharply  increased  following  our  deci- 
sion in  Proposed  Iricreasea  in  New  En^lcmdy  49  I.  C-  C,  421,  and 
upon  this  special  increase  were  superimposed  the  subsequent  25  per 
cent  and  40  per  cent  increases.  The  evidence  also  shows  that  pas- 
senger trafEc  in  New  England  is  generally  more  profitable  than 
freight  traffic. 

If  this  were  a  case  involving  a  proposed  general  increase  or  reduc- 
tion in  rates,  evidence  of  the  character  which  has  thus  been  summa- 
rized, indicating  a  general  need  for  relief,  would  be  deemed  per- 
suasive and  as  justifying  a  horizontal  increase  or  reduction.  It  has 
been  our  practice  in  such  cases  to  disregard  the  immediate  effect 
upon  particular  rates  and  to  afford  relief  without  delay,  leaving  a 
door  open  for  any  necessary  subsequent  readjustments.  Thus  in 
Increased  Rates,  1920,  gupra,  we  said,  at  page  248 : 

It  would  be  desirable,  if  it  were  possible,  to  determine  defluitely  tlie  com- 
modities, the  sectloDS  of  the  country,  and  even  tbe  ladivldu&l  rates  which 
cnn  best  bear  the  bnrdea  of  increosea,  and  the  relstloasblps  of  rates  and 
dirrcrentlals  which  will  be  disturbed  by  a  percentage  Increase.  This  Is  pre- 
claded  by  the  necesalty  of  prompt  octloa  upon  the  main  issues  pre^nted. 
And  later,  at  page  2S6,  we  said : 

The  rates  to  be  established  on  tbe  basis  bereinhefore  approved  must  necea- 
enrilf  be  subject  to  such  readjustments  as  the  facts  may  warrant  It  la 
conceded  by  the  carriers  that  readjustments  will  be  necessary. 
In  the  cases  involving  intrastate  rates  which  followed  this  general 
increase  of  1920  it  has  been  customary  to  supplement  our  general 
findings  by  the  following  reservation : 

Theee  Qndlugs  are  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  the  authorities  of  the 
state  of  *  *  * ,  or  of  any  oUier  party  In  Interest  to  apply,  la  the  proper 
maimer,  for  a  modlflcatloo  of  our  Qnding  and  order  as  to  any  specific 
Intrastate  rates,  fares,  or  charges  on  the  ground  that  the  latter  are  not  related 
to  the  Interstate  rates,  fares,  and  char-^ca  In  such  a  way  as  to  contravene 
the  provisions  of  the  interstate  commerce  acL 

Likewise,  in  Rates  on  Grain,  Orain  Products,  and  Hay,  64  I.  C.  C, 
85,  where  percentage  reductions  in  the  rates  on  grain,  grain  products, 
and  hay  in  the  territory  west  of  the  Mississippi  River  were  ordered, 
we  were  not  deterred  by  the  fact  that  such  reductions  might,  and 
probably  would,  leave  certain  individual  rates  unreasonably  low  and 
others  unreasonably  high.  In  all  such  general  rate  cases  we  have 
realized  and  have  held  that  if  we  were  required  to  consider  the  just- 
ness and  reasonableness  of  each  individual  rate,  the  law  would  in 
effect  be  nullified  and  the  Commission  reduced  to  a  state  of  adminis- 
trative paralysis. 

Is  there  good  reason  why  a  similar  policy  should  not  be  pursued 
when  parts  of  rates,  i.  e.,  divisions,  are  in  issue?    Manifestly  there  is 
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Deed,  in  the  case  now  before  us,  for  a  thorough  revision  of  divisioQal 
arrangements  upon  a  more  logical  and  sTstematic  basis.  Manifestly, 
also,  if  a  horizontal  increase  is  made  before  this  revision  takes  place, 
the  result  may  be  to  leave  certain  divisions  too  high  and  others  too 
low.  But  in  this  respect  the  results  flowing  from  the  general  in- 
creases or  reductions  in  rates  vrbicb  we  have  frequently  authorized 
iiave  been  parallel.  Moreover,  any  comprehensive  revision  upon  a 
logical  and  systematic  basis  can  be  consummated  only  after  many 
months  of  labor  and,  very  probably,  only  after  further  prolonged 
recourse  to  us.  In  the  meantime  the  New  England  lines  will  be  de- 
nied even  a  portion  of  the  relief  to  which  the  record  indicates  that 
they  are  entitled  and  which  the  public  interest  clearly  requires. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  when  we  authorize  a  horizontal  increase 
in  rates  any  shipper  who  may  thereby  be  subjected,  in  a  particular 
case,  to  the  payment  of  unreasonable  charges  has  the  opportunity 
to  obtain  an  award  of  reparation.  But  such  an  award  can  not  be 
obtained,  as  a  rule,  without  expense;  and,  furthermore,  if  similar 
general  relief  were  granted  in  a  divisions  case,  the  opportunity  would 
likewise  be  open  to  any  individual  defendant  carrier  to  complain  at 
once  of  its  own  divisions,  and  upon  proper  showing  to  obtain  a 
revision  dating  back  to  the  filing  of  its  complaint.  It  may  be  noted 
that  where  a  general  reduction  of  rates  is  ordered,  as  in  Rates  on 
Grain^  Grain  Products,  and  Bay,  supra,  no  similar  opportunity  is 
afforded.  In  Pittsburgh  &  W.  Va.  By.  Co.  v.  P.  c&  L.  E.  R.  R.  Co., 
supra,  and  in  East  Jersey  R.  R.  <£  T.  Co.  v.  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  N.  ■/.,  63 
I.  0.  C,  80,  we  prescribed  blanket  increases  of  divisions  without  con- 
sidering the  separate  divisions  of  the  numerous  defendant  carriers. 

Upon  further  consideration  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  in  a  case 
involving  divisions  we  may,  when  the  public  interest  so  requires, 
grant  immediate  relief  subject  to  later  readjustments,  as  we  have 
done  in  cases  involving  general  increases  or  reductions  in  rates. 
Otherwise,  we  shall  fail  to  do  substantial  justice.  The  act  requires 
a  practical  administration,  and  prompt  action  where  that  is  neces- 
sary in  the  public  interest.  In  our  former  report  we  recognized  the 
need  for  a  revision  of  the  divisions.  The  course  of  action  suggested 
in  that  report  having  failed  to  produce  prompt  relief,  we  must  adopt 
another,  justified  by  the  record,  which  will  accomplish  what  Congress 
intended  should  be  accomplished. 

We  are  of  the  opinion,  therefore,  that  some  immediate  relief  may 
properly  be  granted  to  complainants,  pending  revision  of  the  exist- 
ing divisions  upon  a  more  logical  and  systematic  basis;  but  that  re- 
lief should  be  held  within  conservative  limita  The  New  England 
lines  are  in  part  responsible  for  the  difficulties  which  the  case  pre- 
sents because  of  their  failure  until  recently  to  give  the  attention  and 
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study  to  their  dlTiaional  arrangements  of  which  these  have  plainly 
been  in  need.  It  remains  to  determine  irhat  fonn  this  immediate 
relief  should  take. 

As  already  stated,  evidence  is  lacking  in  regard  to  the  divisional 
arrangements  on  certain  specified  classes  of  traffic.  Our  action  will 
be  restricted  to  the  divisions  of  class  rates  and  of  the  commodity 
rates  which  divide  on  the  class-rate  basis.  With  respect  to  the  divi- 
sions on  traffic  with  Canadian  lines  we  said,  at  page  516  of  our  former 
report: 

Wltb  r«spect  to  conunoditles  movlof  Id  foreign  commerce,  we  are  not  asked 
to  determine  whether  or  not  the  dlvltdonB  of  the  rates  are  Just,  reasonable,  and 
equitable,  but  to  require  the  canceUatton  of  all  Joint  rates  and  charges  on  such 
traffic  or  to  aathorlze  such  other  action  as  aball  assure  Just,  reasonable,  and 
equitable  compensation  to  the  parties  for  their  services  In  connection  therewith. 
Nothing  of  record  bears  os  the  cancellation  of  the  Joint  rates.  With  respect  to 
the  divlaiona  which  now  accrne  to  the  complainants  out  of  the  Joint  rates  with 
their  Cenadian  connections,  It  shonld  be  observed  that  our  Jurlsflictlon  inheres 
only  in  so  far  as  the  transportation  takes  place  wlthUi  the  United  States. 
No  reason  has  been  shown  for  changing  this  conclusion. 

In  one  of  their  exhibits  complainants  showed,  for  a  constructive 
year  ended  October  31,  1919,  the  revenues  accruing  to  them  on  so- 
called  merchandise  traffic  interchanged  with  connecting  lines  and 
the  revenue  accruing  to  the  other  carriers  participating  in  the  same 
traffic.  This  covers  traffic  other  than  coal  and  coke.  Eliminating 
interchange  with  Canadian  lines,  the  total  revenue  on  this  mer- 
chandise traffic  was  $117,118,424,  and  of  this  amount  $37,974,231, 
approximately  one-third,  accrued  to  complainants,  and  the  remain- 
der, $79,144,193,  approximately  two-thirds,  to  connections.  In  the 
presentation  of  their  case  in  Inereased  Rates,  J9S0,  supra,  the  car- 
riers showed  that  prior  to  the  increase  of  wages  in  1920  the  New 
England  lines  required  an  increase  of  about  47.6  per  cent  in  their 
freight  revenues  to  meet  their  needs,  while  the  other  carriers  in  the 
eastern  group  required  but  28  per  cent.  It  was  testified  that  the 
increases  which  we  subsequently  authorized  averaged  about  37  per 
cent  throughout  the  eastern  group.  If  it  had  been  possible  to  pro- 
vide at  that  time  that  one-half,  instead  of  one-third,  of  this  increase 
on  the  merchandise  interchange  traffic  should  accrue  to  the  New 
England  lines  because  of  their  greater  needs,  they  would  have  been 
benefited  to  the  extent  of  about  $7,500,000  additional  per  year,  and 
no  one,  we  think,  would  have  regarded  such  a  distribution  of  the 
increase  as  unfair  under  the  circumstances.  This  amount,  moreover, 
falls  well  below  any  estimate  of  the  disproportionate  burden  which 
the  New  England  lines  have  suffered  in  the  past  three  years  by 
reason  of  the  extraordinary  changes  in  rates  and  wages, 
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An  increase  of  this  amoant  in  the  divisions  received  b;  complain- 
ants would  manifestly  be  of  benefit  to  them  far  greater  than  the 
detriment  to  their  western  connections.  To  illustrate  this:  If  the 
railway  operating  income  of  complainants  had  been  increased  by 
$7,500,000  in  the  12  months  ended  September  SO,  1921,  their  deficit 
of  0.87  per  cent  on  investment  would  have  been  converted  to  an 
income  of  0.04  per  cent ;  while  if  the  railway  operating  income  of 
the  other  lines  in  the  eastern  group  had  been  decreased  by  a  like 
amount,  the  result  would  have  been  only  a  reduction  in  the  amount 
earned  on  investment  from  2,85  per  cent  to  2.76  per  cent.  It  further 
develops  that  if  the  divisions  now  received  by  complainants  on  this 
merchandise  traffic  were  increased  by  15  per  cent,  subject  to  the 
limitation  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  result,  as  nearly  as  can  be  esti- 
mated, would  be  an  increase  in  revenue  of  not  exceeding  $7,500,000. 

We  find,  therefore,  that  the  divisions  of  the  joint  class  rates  here 
under  consideration  and  of  the  similar  joint  commodity  rates  which 
divide  on  the  ctass-rate  ba^s,  other  than  those  in  which  complainant, 
the  Bangor  &  Aroostook  Railroad  Company,  participates,  will  for 
the  future  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  inequitable  to  the  extent  that 
complainants'  divisions  thereof  shall  be  less  than  115  per  cent  of 
their  present  divisions,  except  in  cases  where  their  present  divisions 
are  greater  than  the  divisions  accruing  to  defendants,  in  which  cases 
the  aforesaid  divisions  will  for  the  future  be  unjust,  unreRsonable, 
and  inequitable  to  the  extent  that  complainants'  divisions  shall  be 
less  than  their  present  divisions  plus  15  per  cent  of  the  divisions  now 
accruing  to  defendants.  We  further  find  that  the  just,  reasonable, 
and  equitable  divisions  to  be  received  by  the  several  other  carriers 
participating  in  the  nforesald  joint  rates  will  for  the  future  be  the 
amounts  remaining  of  the  joint  rates  over  and  above  the  divisions 
so  to  be  received  by  complainants,  to  be  divided  among  them  as  they 
may  agree,  or,  failing  such  agreement,  as  may  be  determined  by  us 
upon  application  therefor. 

We  enjoin  upon  complainants  and  defendants  the  necessity  for 
proceeding  as  expeditiously  as  possible  with  the  revision  of  divisions 
upon  a  logical  and  systematic  basis  which  we  recommended  in  our 
former  report ;  and  in  order  that  delay  in  this  process  may  be  reduced 
to  a  minimum,  we  make  the  following  additional  recommendation : 

Instead  of  attempting  to  cover  the  entire  field  at  once,  certain  im- 
portant traffic  of  comparatively  simple  characteristics  should  be  se- 
lected and  attention  concentrated  in  the  first  instance  upon  the  divi- 
sions of  the  rates  upon  such  traffic  in  order  that  a  suitable  guide  for 
the  revision  of  other  divisions  may  as  soon  as  possible  be  provided. 
For  example,  the  class  rates  applying  between  Boston  and  Chicago 
and  other  typical  points  of  traffic  importance  in  official  territory 
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might  be  selected,  the  rates  on  iron  and  steel  from  Pittsburgh,  the 
rates  on  fresh  meat  from  Chicago,  and  the  rates  on  cement  from  pro- 
ducing points  into  New  England.  In  making  a  study  of  such  ape* 
cific  rates,  every  effort  should  be  made  to  ascertain  with  such  approxi- 
mate accuracy  as  may  prore  possible  the  respective  costs  of  the  serv- 
ice performed  by  the  various  participating  carriers,  including  in  such 
costs  a  fair  share  of  the  charges  attributable  to  tazes  and  a  reason- 
able return  upon  the  property.  The  other  elements  mentioned  in 
the  statute,  in  addition  to  mileage,  should  likewise  be  considered. 
Iq  case  of  inability  to  agree  upon  the  divisions  of  such  rates,  the 
question  may  be  presented  to  us  in  advance  of  the  consideration  of 
other  specific  divisions. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 

Potter,  Commiiaioner,  concurring : 

While  my  concfption  of  the  spirit  and  theory  of  the  transporta- 
tion act  was  explained  in  an  opinion  which  I  filed  dissenting  from 
the  former  report,  I  desire  to  associate  with  the  dissenting  opinions 
filed  at  the  present  time  a  statement  making  the  issue  distinct  and 
clear. 

The  majority  report  now  filed  requires  no  taking  from  the  re- 
spondents of  anything  that  belongs  to  them.  It  proposes  only  to  in- 
sure a  disposition  of  joint  earnings  necessary  to  promote  the  pur- 
pose for  which,  under  the  transportation  act,  the  earnings  were 
authorized  to  be  collected  from  shippers.  The  result  of  Ex  Parte 
74  was  to  establish  anew,  under  the  ^ansportatiou  act,  the  basis  of 
rates  and  fares,  the  carrier  revenues  to  be  enjoyed  therefrom  to  be 
appropriated  as  the  act  contemplates.  Increased  collections  from 
shippers  were  authorized.  They  were  authorized  primarily  in  the 
public  interest  to  insure  transportation  throughout  the  nation.  In 
oar  decision  in  Ez  Parte  74  we  could,  within  the  law  and  with  all 
propriety,  then  have  directed  a  distribution  of  the  increase  in  line 
with  the  needs  of  the  various  carriers  if  they  were  properly  to  serve 
the  public  interest  We  perhaps  should  have  done  this.  To  have 
done  so  would  not  have  been  to  take  from  any  line  anything  that  be- 
longed to  it.  Xo  carrier  is  entitled  to  earnings  except  as  they  fit 
the  purpose  for  which  the  earnings  are  authorized.  Bailways,  in 
furnishing  transportation,  perform  a  governmental  function  and  are 
subject  to  regulation  and  control.  I  understand  the  theory  of  the 
transportation  act  to  be  that  the  Congress  lawfully  may  prescribe 
conditions  npon  which  the  performance  of  that  function  may  be  con- 
tinued, not  infringing  upon  the  right  to  earn  a  fair  return;  that 
earnings  allowed  are  in  the  nature  of  compensation  for  services  and 
should  be  neither  more  nor  less  than  fair ;  and  that  an  important  aim 
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of  the  transportation  act  was  to  prevent  certain  carriers  from  receiv- 
ing more  than  they  are  entitled  to  or  need,  and  to  insure  that  other 
carriers  will  receive  their  needs.  The  virtue  of  the  act  largely  Tvill 
depend  on  whether  we,  as  the  agency  of  the  Congress,  can  accomplish 
that  stability  of  income  essential  to  justify  its  limitation.  To  provide 
as  ft  part  of  an  authorization  to  collect  a  particular  return  that  a  por- 
tion of  the  collection  shall  be  devoted  to  a  particular  purpose  is,  in 
substance,  an  authorization  to  the  carrier  to  itself  receive  and  enjoy 
the  remainder,  and  does  not  infringe  in  any  way  upon  any  of  its 
rights.  It  is  fair  and  proper  that  all  shippers  interested  in  transpor- 
tation should  share  in  the  burden  of  maintaining  it.  It  is  legal  and 
proper  that  a  carrier  performing  a  governmental  function  bo  re- 
quired, in  addition  to  collecting  the  moneys  to  which  it  is  entitled, 
to  also  serve  as  the  agent  to  collect  funds  to  which  other  carriers  are 
entitled.  Such  is  the  spirit  of  the  transportation  act,  as  I  understand 
it,  which  we  are  bound  to  apply,  and  such  is  the  definition  of  our 
power  to  effectuate  the  act.  What  we  mieht  have  done  in  Ex  Parte 
74  we  may  do  now.  The  record  shows  a  disproportionate  burden 
which  conditions  of  recent  years  have  placed  upon  the  New  England 
carriers  as  a  whole,  as  compared  with  the  respondents  as  a  whole. 
We  authorized  the  raising  of  moneys  to  carry  that  burden  and  the 
transportation  act  gives  us  the  power  and  imposes  the  duty  to  see 
that  those  earnings  go  where  they  belong.  The  present  report  is 
necessary  to  carry  out  that  purpose  and  prevent  the  misapplication 
to  one  use  of  fimds  which  we  authorized  to  be  raised  for  another 
use.  It  affords  a  practical  way  of  more  nearly  accomplishing  justice. 
No  other  way  is  available.  We  can  protect  any  particular  carrier 
who  brings  to  our  attention  a  situation  where  the  application  of  this 
method  works  hardship. 

Hall,  Conwiissioner,  dissenting: 

In  expressing  my  profound  dissent  from  most  that  is  said  and  all 
that  is  decided  in  the  present  report  it  is  unnecessary  to  reiterate 
what  we  said  and  found  in  our  original  report.  That  stands  nnre- 
voked  and  unshaken.  The  record  before  ns  is  the  same,  and  what 
was  true  then  is  true  now.  But  the  present  majority,  in  clearing  a 
path  to  the  present  conclusions  and  order,  has  developed  a  construc- 
tion of  the  law,  and  of  our  functions  under  the  law,  which,  if  ten- 
able, would  stamp  it  as  no  law  because  beyond  the  power  of  Con- 
gress. Whether  or  not  the  Congress  can  curb  the  strong  and  foster 
the  weak  under  the  guise  of  protecting  the  public  interest,  certainly 
it  can  not  confer  such  power  upon  its  agency.  It  can  and  does  de- 
termine the  regulations  to  which  all  oommon  carriers  by  railroad  en- 
gaged in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  wheUier  strong  or  weak, 
must  conform  in  the  public  interest.  It  has  prescribed  certain  stantl- 
ards  for  that  regulation  and  has  committed  to  this  Commission,  as 
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its  agency,  the  application  of  those  standards  to  the  facts  which  may 
be  developed  of  record  upon  complaint  or  in  the  course  of  inquiry. 
In  thus  administering  and  enforcing  the  interstate  commerce  act  we 
can  change  what  the  carriers  do  or  have  done  only  as  we  find  viola- 
tion of  that  act,  and  in  doing  so  must  mete  out  an  evenhanded  justice 
to  all  parties  before  us,  whatever  their  weakness  or  strength.  It  has 
not  been  committed  to  us  to  equalize  the  fortunes  of  carriers,  of 
localities,  or  of  men. 

In  the  present  proceeding  we  find  some,  not  aU,  of  the  rail  carriers 
in  New  England  arrayed  against  practically  all  other  rail  carriers 
in  the  United  States.  Joint  rates,  class  and  commodity,  from  and  to 
the  south  and  the  west,  clear  to  the  Gulf  and  the  Pacific,  are  main- 
tained by  these  New  England  carriers  in  connection  with  the  de- 
fendants there,  as  well  as  with  their  nearer  neighbors  just  acro^^s 
the  Hudson.  The  Potomac,  the  Ohio,  and  the  Mississippi  are  crossed 
as  well  as  the  Hudson.  The  defendants  are  in  varying  stages  of  pros- 
perity and  adversity.  Some  are  in  the  hands  of  receivers.  Some, 
like  those  in  the  south,  have  suffered  far  greater  enhancement  of 
their  labor  costs  by  federal  wage  increases  than  have  the  com- 
plainants. Yet  all  of  these  defendants,  without  exception,  are  here 
required  to  yield  up  to  some  New  England  roads  shares  greater  by  ' 
15  per  cent  than  those  which  they  have  agreed  upon  among  them- 
selves. No  attempt  is  made  to  ascertain  the  effect  upon  defendants 
of  this  requirement,  or  to  ascertain  whether  the  shares  remaining  to 
them  of  the  joint  earnings  will  be  just,  reasonable,  and  equitable. 
There  is  not  even  a  perfunctory  compliance  with  the  mandates  of  the 
statute  in  that  regard.  The  record  affords  no  basis  for  it.  The  one 
outstanding  fact  in  the  report  is  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
the  complainants  need  the  money.  Perhaps  the  defendants  need  the 
money  as  much,  and  have  a  better  right  to  it  On  that  we  get  little 
light  and  no  facts  on  which  to  exercise  a  judgment.  What  are  the 
rates  to  be  divided,  what  is  the  important  tonnage  which  moves  at 
those  rates  and  on  which  the  important  earnings  are  made,  what  are 
the  respective  services  performed  by  the  participants  in  effecting  the 
movement,  what  are  the  cost  and  value  of  those  services,  and  what 
the  present  divisions  here  condemned!    The  report  gives  no  answer. 

These  divisions  were  determined  by  the  parties  themselves  many 
years  ago.  Complainanta  make  no  attempt  to  show  that  they  were 
cozened  or  coerced  into  agreeing  upon  them.  On  the  contrary,  they 
urge  that  until  recent  years  their  divisions,  as  a  whole,  were  reason- 
able. They  now  claim  that  because  conditions  which  have  developed 
during  the  last  few  years  have  affected  them  seriously,  their  divisions, 
as  a  whole,  are  no  longer  reasonable.  They  show  how  these  condi- 
tions have  affected  them  but  do  not  attempt  to  show  how  defendants 
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have  been  affected  by  like  or  other  conditions,  or  will  be  affected 
by  decreased  divisions.  The  burden  is  apon  complainants.  There 
is  thus  a  failure  of  proof  in  essentials  necessary  to  entitle  complain- 
ants to  such  reformation  of  their  contracts  as  is  here  required. 

I  can  give  no  adherence  to  the  view  that  we  may  increase  or  de- 
crease divisions  of  joint  rates  simply  to  meet  the  varying  financial 
needs  of  particular  carriers  or  groups  of  carriers  without  regard  to 
the  amount,  cost,  or  value  of  the  services  performed  by  the  several 
participating  carriers,  or  the  share  of  joint  earnings  which  will  re- 
main to  each  after  the  change  is  made. 

For  the  reasons  indicated,  as  well  as  those  stated  in  Comhisstoner 
Daniels'  dissent,  I  adhere  to  the  conclusions  expressed  in  our  orig- 
inal report. 

Daniels,  Commissioner,  dissenting: 

Included  in  the  conclusions  reached  in  our  original  report  are  the 
following : 

We  think  that  tbere  la  merit  in  the  allegations  of  defeDdants  that  the  pro- 
ceeding Is,  In  snb9tance,  an  effort  on  the  part  of  complainants  to  aagment  their 
revenues  from  traffic  which  they  fatcrchange  with  their  connections  without 
regard  to  the  Question  of  whether  the  present  divisions  of  the  various  Joint 
rates  are  fair  and  reasonable  or  consideration  of  the  probable  effects  upon  the 
revenues  of  the  req>ectlTO  defendants.    *    •     *     (page  559.] 

We  are  bound  under  the  statute  to  determine  whether  divisions  properly  In 
Issue  Justly,  reasonably,  and  equitably  compensate  each  carrier,  relatively  and 
per  »e,  for  the  service  It  performs  In  tlie  joint  haul  under  Joint  rates,  fares, 
and  charges.    •    •    •    [page  561.] 

Nor  are  we  vested  with  discretion  by  virtue  of  which  the  mandate  of  sec- 
tion 1,  paragraph  (4),  that  divisions  of  Joint  rates,  fares,  and  charges  as 
"between  the  carriers"  participating  in  Johit  hauls  shall  be  Just,  reasonable, 
and  equitable  might  t>e  made  InefTective  by  administrative  or  Judicial  action, 
•    •    •     [page  562.] 

To  treat  the  complainants  "as  a  whole"  or  as  a  group  would  disregard  the 
differences  which  obtain  between  the  complainants  Individually.  •  •  • 
[page  663.] 

We  are  authorised  to  prescribe  only  Just,  reasonable,  and  equiuble  divi- 
sions "  to  be  received  by  the  several  carriers."  Full  hearing  and  competent  and 
relevant  evidence  are  prerequisite.  Any  attempt  to  prescribe  a  blanket  increase 
of  divisions  as  here  sought  In  the  face  of  admissions  and  uncontradicted  evi- 
dence that  certain  divisions  are  now  Just,  reasonable,  and  equitable  to  com- 
ylainants  would  override  the  plain  mandate  of  law. 

While  we  are  urged  to  adjust  the  diilsions  "  as  a  whole  "  on  the  presumption 
that  the  facts  shown  of  record  as  to  a  part  of  the  complainants  are  generally 
tme  as  to  all  of  them,  and  that  they  reflect  the  situation  In  New  England,  it 
is  U>  be  noted  that  some  of  the  roads  In  New  England  have  been  excluded  from 
the  list  of  complainants  and  Included  in  the  list  of  defendants.  To  so  deal  with 
the  situation  would  not  be  treating  the  New  England  roads  as  a  group.  It 
would  be  taking  from  one  road  and  giving  to  a  less  prosperous  road,  thus  doing 
by  indirection  what  the  Congress  deliberately  and  spedflcaily  refused  to  aathor- 
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ize  OS  to  do.  The  Btatutory  provision  for  recapture  of  exceia  earnings  from 
Indtvldnal  carriers  also  cleftrly  negatives  the  Idea  that  the  Congress  con- 
templated or  Intended  tbat  all  carriers  In  a  gronp  should  so  share  In  tb« 
aggregate  eamlnga  of  the  roads  In  the  group  that  all  would  be  npon  an  equality. 
•    •     •     [page  666]. 

Upon  reargumeDt  nothing  was  presented  which,  in  my  opinion, 
tended  in  any  wise  to  invalidate  any  of  the  conclusions  set  out  above. 
I  am  therefore  compelled  to  adhere  to  our  original  decision. 

The  present  report  of  the  majority  is  based,  as  I  understand  it, 
on  the  ground  that  despite  the  directions  which  we  there  issued  for 
a  readjustment  of  divisions,  "no  readjustment  having  been  accom- 
plished "  and  "  the  course  of  action  suggested  in  that  report  having 
failed  to  produce  prompt  relief,"  some  immediate  relief  may  prop- 
erly be  granted  to  complainants.  In  passing,  it  is  only  fair  to  ob- 
serve that  while  we  enjoined  upon  the  parties  promptly  to  submit 
proposed  readjustments  that  would  remove  the  inconsistencies  por- 
trayed of  record  and  to  make  to  us  progress  reports,  the  first  within 
90  days,  and  subsequent  reports  every  60  days  thereafter,  we  did  not 
contemplate,  nor  was  it  reasonable  to  anticipate,  that  failure  by  this 
time  to  produce  results  would  be  evidence  of  dereliction  warranting 
summary  action  by  us  in  the  premises.  Indeed,  the  failure  to  effect 
results  must  be  attributed  in  large  part  to  the  complainants  them- 
selves, who,  though  jointly  persisting  in  thdr  claim  of  inci'eased 
divisions  to  themselves  "  as  a  whole,"  proceeded  promptly  not  to  act 
in  unison  for  a  readjustment  but  to  appoint  each  its  separate  com- 
mittee to  study  and  present  a  new  plan  of  divisions  in  its  individual 
interest. 

The  underlying  thought  of  the  present  report  seems  to  be  that 
just  as  under  paragraph  (2)  of  section  16a  of  the  interstate  commerce 
act  we  may  prescribe  just  and  reasonable  rates  for  the  "  carriers  as  a 
whole  (or  as  a  whole  in  each  of  such  rate  groups  or  territories  as  the 
Commission  may  from  time  to  time  designate),"  we  may  in  like  fash- 
ion adjust  divisions  between  carriers  ss  a  whole,  under  section  X, 
paragraph  (4),  whereby  we  are  authorized  to  establish  just,  reason- 
able, and  equitable  divisions  of  joint  rates  as  between  the  carriers 
participating  therein;  or  under  section  15,  paragraph  (6),  by  virtue 
of  which  we  may  by  order  prescribe  just,  reasonable,  and  equitable 
divisions  to  be  received  by  the  several  carriers. 

To  me  it  seems  that  there  is  an  insurmountable  antithesis  betwera 
prescribing  rates  for  carriers  as  a  whole,  and  establishing  divisions 
between  the  several  carriers  participating  in  joint  rates.  The  fact 
that  gfflieral  rate  levels  as  well  as  divisional  arrangements  may  be 
affected  by  a  public  interest  does  not  assimilate  our  powers  in  the 
respective  premises.   In  cbort,  I  do  not  believe  tlut  the  complainants 
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bave  brought  themselves  within  the  terms  of  the  sections  of  the 
statute  which  they  invoke. 

The  same  fundamental  thought  of  the  present  report  is  that 
our  action  in  cases  involving  a  general  rate  increase  may  serve  as  a 
model  for  a  similar  proposed  general  diviEdonal  increase.  The  re- 
port says: 

If  tbis  were  a  ease  InvolvlDg  a  proposed  general  Increase  or  reductlou  la 
rates,  evidence  of  the  cbaracter  which  has  thus  been  eummarlzed,  Indicating  a 
general  Deed  for  relief,  would  be  deemed  persuasive  and  as  JustUflng  a  liorizoii- 
tal  Increase  or  reduction. 

Some  of  the  essential  distinctions  between  the  two  situations  are 
the  following.  First,  a  general  rate  increase  involves  all  traffic.  In 
this  divisional  case  it  is  doubtful  whether  divisions  on  even  half  of  the 
interchanged  traffic  are  involved.  Of  some  34,000,000  tons,  comprising 
the  total,  we  must  deduct  14,000,000  tons,  covering  coal  and  coke. 
We  must  deduct  traffic  on  commodities  not  covered  in  this  proceeding. 
We  must  deduct  traffic  interchanged  with  Canadian  carriers.  We 
must  deduct  the  traffic  of  the  Bangor  &  Aroostook.  While  the  resi- 
due may  not  be  ascertainable  with  precision,  it  may  fairly  be  said 
that  it  does  not  cover  more  than  half  of  the  total  interchanged  traffic. 
Here  we  have  a  striking  contrast  to  the  various  general  horizontal 
increases,  such  as  The  Five  Per  Cent  Case,  31 1.  C.  C,  351 ;  32 1.  C.  C, 
325;  The  Fifteen  Per  GerU  Case,  45  I.  C.  C,  303,  general  order  No. 
28,  and  Ex  Parte  74,  which  covered  all  traffic. 

Second,  in  the  more  recent  general  horizontal  rate  increases,  there 
has  in  general  been  an  admission  by  all  parties  that  some  general  in- 
crease was  justified.  Here,  on  the  contrary,  the  western  connections 
of  the  complainants  unitedly  contest  the  propriety  of  this  proposed 
general  divisional  increase.  In  ceitain  instances  they  present  per- 
suasive evidence  that  they  are  justly  entitled  to  greater  divisions 
than  those  which  they  now  receive.  Instances  in  point  will  be  cited 
later. 

Third,  while  the  authorization  of  horizontal  rate  increases  con- 
templates individual  rate  maladjustments,  and  provides  for  repara- 
tion in  such  cases,  the  prescription  of  divisions,  as  contemplated  by 
the  statute,  has  about  it  all  the  earmarks  of  finality.  It  must  be 
based  upon  a  positive  and  explicit  finding  that  the  divisions  pre- 
scribed are  or  will  be  "the  just,  reasonable,  and  equitable  divisions 
thereof  to  be  received  by  the  several  carriers."  The  statute  may  be 
searched  in  vain  for  any  authorization  of  a  provisional  fixation  of 
divisions,  whereas  the  present  report  concedes  that  the  result  of  the 
proposed  divisions  "  may  be  to  leave  certain  divisions  too  high  and 
others  too  low," 
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Fourth,  where  general  horizontal  rate  increases  have  been  per- 
mitted, the  increases  were  superposed  on  a  rate  structure  which  in 
its  elements  has  for  years  been  under  scrutiny  by  this  Commission  and 
large  parts  of  which  are  our  own  creation.  Here  it  is  proposed  to 
take  a  scheme  of  divisional  adjustments,  the  origin  of  many  of  which 
is  lost  in  obscurity,  which  the  present  report  describes  as  "often 
irregular,  inconsistent,  and  illogical "  and  which  needs  "  a  thor- 
ough revision  of  divisional  arrangements  upon  a  more  logical  and 
systematic  basis."  It  is  upon  such  a  basis  of  divisions,  self-con- 
demned and  condemned  by  the  report  itself,  that  a  general  per- 
centage alteration  is  to  be  made.  We  have  never  sanctioned,  and  so 
far  as  I  Imow,  we  have  never  been  asked  to  sanction  a  horizontal 
rate  increase  upon  a  base  that  is  admittedly  impossible  of  even 
approximate  justification. 

The  evidence  of  record  contains  not  a  few,  but  numerous  in- 
stances where  the  present  divisional  bases  seem  grossly  unfair  to  the 
complainants'  connections.  For  example,  from  Holyoke,  Mass.,  said 
to  be  the  largest  paper-producing  point  in  New  England,  for  a 
haul  of  10  miles  to  the  connecting  carrier,  the  Boston  ib  Albany,  a 
subsidiary  of  the  New  York  Central,  the  complainant  receives  on 
traffic  to  points  west  of  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  a  division  based  upon  a  con- 
structive mileage  of  321  miles.  This  division  wUl  be  increased  under 
the  present  decision.  Apparently  so  far  as  the  New  York  Central 
and  the  New  Haven  are  concerned,  there  are  but  two  divisional  blocks 
for  the  bulk  of  tonnage  interchanged.  For  hauls  averaging  slightly 
over  40  miles,  the  New  Haven  draws  divisions  based  on  constructive 
mileage  of  255  and  321  miles,  respectively.  These  divisions  under 
our  order  are  to  be  increased.  The  divisions  between  the  Boston  & 
Maine  and  the  New  York  Central  via  Troy  are  instanced  in  the  rec- 
ord. Here  it  can  not  be  reasonably  suggested  that  the  terminal  ex- 
penses in  New  York  City  are  not  as  great  as  at  Keene,  N.  H.,  Fitch- 
burg,  Masa,  or  Concord,  Mass.  Taking  Keene  for  the  first  example; 
The  distance  to  Troy  is  122  miles,  thence  via  the  New  York  Central 
to  New  York  City  the  distance  is  146  miles.  The  present  first-class 
rate  is  74  cents,  of  which  the  Boston  &  Maine  now  draws  45.8  cents, 
the  NeiS!  York  Central  28.2  cents.  The  order  in  this  report  will  in- 
crease the  former's  division  to  50  cents,  leaving  the  New  York  Cen- 
tral 24  cents.  The  sixth-class  rate  between  Keene  and  New  York 
City  is  24  cents.  It  divides  at  present  between  the  two  carriers,  14.5 
cents  to  the  Boston  &  Maine,  9.5  cents  to  the  New  York  Central.  The 
order  in  this  case  augments  the  Boston  &  Maine  division  to  16  cents, 
leaving  8  cents  to  the  New  York  Central, 
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Similar  results  are  reached  if  we  study  the  divisions  from  Fitch- 
burg  and  Concord  via  Troy  to  New  York  City.  The  transcript 
(page  817)  contains  the  following  evidence  by  Mr.  Eaton,  for  33 
years  connected  with  the  Boston  &  Maine : 

Qvtm.  Now  look  at  fonr  rate  to  Goocord.  Tbera  again  70ur  baul  is  about 
the  same  as  the  New  York  Central  haul. 

Anaieer.  From  Concord  the  haul  la  greatw. 

Query-  Zes-  Wtiat  do  7on  tblnk  about  tbe  dlridon  of  tbe  84-c«Dt  rate  first 
rlBBsT 

AnsAcer.  Aa  to  tbat  partlcnlar  rate  I  abonld  say  tbat  tbat  was  a  fair  dlrlBlon. 

Query.  As  It  stands  T 

AntKur.  As  It  stands;  yes,  sir. 

It  would,  of  course,  be  misleading  to  cite  the  above  as  typical  of 
the  evidence  generally.  But  it  is  proper  to  reproduce  it,  to  indicate 
a  not  uncommon  admission  that  certain  divisions  are  already  fair  to 
complainants.  The  finding  and  order  of  the  report,  however,  find 
all  existing  divisions  assailed  herein,  are,  without  exception,  unjust, 
unreasonable,  and  inequitable,  and  require  them  all,  without  excep- 
tion, to  be  further  modified  progressively  in  favor  of  the  com- 
plainants. 

There  are  certain  carriers  against  which  the  order  in  this  case 
runs  as  to  whose  divisions  with  any  of  the  complainants  there  is  no 
evidence  of  record.  Among  such  carriers  are  the  Wheeling  A  Lake 
Erie,  the  Pittsburgh  &  Lake  Erie,  the  Hocking  Valley,  and  the  To- 
ledo, St.  Louis  &  Western.  So  far  as  official  classification  territory 
traffic  is  concerned  complainants  have  stated,  and  nothing  to  the  con- 
trary is  shown  by  defendants,  that  there  is  no  evidence  of  any  di- 
visions upon  such  traffic  between  any  of  the  complainants  and  the 
Norfolk  &  Western,  the  Chesapeake  A  Ohio,  and  the  Western  Mary- 
land. It  may  be  that  a  qualification  of  the  foregoing  should  be 
made  to  the  extent  that  evidence  bearing  on  increased  costs  of  trans- 
portation in  New  England  relates  to  the  propriety  of  all  divisions 
between  New  England  carriers  and  their  connections. 

From  such'  examination  as  I  have  been  able  to  make  of  this  case, 
I  am  of  opinion  that  in  an  unknown  percentage  of  cases — possibly 
in  a  small  majority  of  cases — the  New  England  complainants  could 
be  shown  on  an  adequate  record  to  be  entitled  to  greater  divi- 
sions than  they  now  receive  from  joint  rates;  and  that  in  an  un- 
known percentage  of  cases,  possibly  somewhat  less  than  half,  the 
connecting  carriers  west  of  the  Hudson  could  be  shown  on  an  ade- 
quate record  to  be  entitled  to  greater  divisions  than  they  now  re- 
ceive.   The  dispo^tion  of  the  matter  made  in  the  first  report  would 
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have  led  to  an  equitable  readjustment.  However  forcibly  we  may 
be  impressed  by  the  urgent  financial  necessities  of  some  of  the  New 
England  carriers,  I  can  not  believe  that  a  novel  construction  of  the 
statute,  without  ju£d;ifieation  in  its  legislative  origin  and  history, 
should  be  seized  upon  and  employed  to  effect  a  diffusion  and  redistri- 
bution of  revenue  among  carriers  in  the  eastern  group,  because,  in  our 
judgment,  such  redistribution  is '  desirable,  particularly  when  the 
outcome,  if  effectuated,  would  traverse  the  fundamenbil  rights  of 
connecting  carriers  and  amount  to  a  forced  levy. 

Commissioner  £scu  dissents. 
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No.  12171. 
PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  OF  NEVADA 

V. 

ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  &  SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
ET  AL. 


Eubmilted  November  19,  19S1.    Dectded  Febrwtm  7,  l9tS. 


Itatea  on  coal,  in  carloads,  from  the  Castle  Oate  district  In  Utab  and  Bock 
Springs,  Wyo.,  to  certBln  points  tn  Nevada  found  to  be  unreaBonable. 
Reasonable  rates  prescribed. 

/.  F.  Shaughnessy,  E.  H,  Walker,  Charlet  S.  Chandler,  Benson 
Wright,  and  John  E,  Benton  for  complainant. 

Lester  J.  Hinsdale  and  James  8.  Moore,  jr.,  for  Western  Pacific 
Railroad  Company ;  Fred  E.  Wood,  Jasnea  R.  Bell,  C.  W.  Durbrow, 
and  Elmer  Westlake  tor  Southern  Pacific  Company,  Union  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  Oregon  Short  Line  Railroad  Company,  Oregon- 
Wasbing^u  Railroad  &  Navigation  Company,  Tonopah  &  Goldfield 
Railroad  Company,  Nevada  Copper  Belt  Railroad  Company,  and 
Virginia  &  Truckee  Railway  Company;  H,  A.  Scandrett  for  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  and  Oregon  Short  Line  Railroad  Com- 
pany; J.  O.  McMurray  for  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  Railroad  Company 
and  A.  R.  Baldwin,  receiver;  and  Fred  E.  Petit,  jr.,  and  E.  E.  Ben- 
nett for  Los  Angeles  £  Salt  Lake  Railroad  Company,  Bullfrog  Gold- 
field  RaUroad  Company,  and  Tonopah  &,  Tidewater  Railroad  Com- 
pany, defendants. 

E.  H.  Walker  for  Reno  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Reno,  Nev. ;  Pro- 
gressive Business  Men's  Club,  Sparks,  Nev. ;  Humboldt  County  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce,  Winnemucca,  Nev.;  Greater  Carson  Club,  Carson 
City,  Nev. ;  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Churchill  County,  Fallon,  Nev. ; 
and  Charles  S.  Chandler  and  B.  L.  Quayle  for  Nevada  Consolidated 
Copper  Company,  interveners. 

Repobt  of  the  Cohwission. 
Division  2,  Commissioners  Daniels,  Esch,  and  Campbeu. 
EscH,  Commissioner: 

The  issues  here  presented  were  made  the  subject  of  a  proposed 
report  by  the  examiner,  to  which  exceptions  were  filed  by  com- 
plainant, interveners,  and  defendants,  and  oral  argument  has  been 
bad  thereon  before  us. 
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The  Public  Service  Commission  of  Nevada,  by  complaint  filed 
Januai7  31,  1921,  alleges  that  the  rates  maintained  by  defendants 
for  the  transportation  of  bituminous  coal,  in  carloads,  from  mines 
in  Utah  and  southern  Wyoming  to  destinations  in  Nevada  are 
unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  subject  the  state  of 
Nevada  and  the  people  Uiereof  to  undue  prejudice  and  disadvantage, 
by  comparison  with  the  corresponding  rates  to  destinations  of 
similar  or  greater  distances  in  surrounding  states,  in  violation  of 
sections  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  interstate  commerce  act.  The  Beno 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Reno,  the  Progressive  Business  Men's 
Club  of  Sparks,  the  Humboldt  County  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
Winnemucca,  the  Greater  Carson  Club  of  Carson  City,  and  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Churchill  County,  Fallon,  all  in  Nevada, 
intervened  in  support  of  the  complaint.  The  Nevada  Consolidated 
Copper  Company,  operating  a  smelter  at  McGiU,  Nev.,  and  con- 
ducting mining  operations  near  Kuth,  Nev.,  also  intervened  with 
the  particular  object  of  obtaining  a  reduction  in  the  rate  on  slack 
coal  from  Utah  and  Wyoming  mines  to  McGill.  Bates  are  stated 
herein  in  amounts  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds  and,  unless  otherwise 
noted,  are  those  applying  on-lump  coal. 

AH  carriers  operating  in  the  state  of  Nevada  are  parties  defendant, 
and,  in  addition,  other  carriers  over  whose  rails  coal  moves  from 
Utah  and  Wyoming  fields  to  points  of  destination  in  Idaho,  Mon- 
tana, Washington,  Oregon,  and  California.  The  principal  Nevada 
carriers  are  the  Southern  Pacific,  Western  Pacific,  and  Los  Angeles  & 
Salt  Lake.  The  first  carrier  named  extends  westwardly  across  the 
state  from  Tecoma,  on  the  east,  through  Beno,  on  the  west,  with 
branches  south  from  Hazen,  and  north  from  Fernley.  The  Western 
Pacific  extends  across  Nevada  from  Ola,  on  the  east,  to  and  through 
Gerlach,  on  the  west,  paralleling  the  Southern  Pacific  between  Wells 
and  Winnemucca.  A  branch  line  extends  from  Reno  Junction,  Calif., 
to  Beno,  a  distance  of  33  miles.  The  Los  Angeles  &  Salt  Lake  reaches 
a  few  points  in  southeastern  Nevada,  among  others  Caliente,  Fioche, 
and  Las  Vegas.  Pioche  is  33  miles  north  of  Caliente,  and  is  the  ter- 
minus of  a  branch  line.  Other  lines  serving  Nevada,  defendants 
herein,  are  the  Eureka  Nevada,  a  narrow-gauge  road  85  miles  in 
length,  extending  from  Palisade,  on  the  Southern  Pacific  and  West- 
em  Pacific,  to  Eureka;  the  Nevada  Central,  a  narrow-gauge  road 
extending  from  Battle  Mountain,  on  the  Southern  Pacific,  to  Austin, 
93  miles ;  the  Nevada  Copper  Belt,  extending  from  Wabuska,  on  the 
branch  of  the  Southern  Pacific  south  of  Hazen,  to  Ludwig,  38  miles; 
the  Nevada  Northern,  extending  from  Cobre  on  the  Southern  Pacific, 
through  Shafter  on  the  Western  Pacific,  to  Kimberly,  151  miles;  the 
Tonopah  &  Goldfleld,  Bullfrog  Goldfield,  and  Tonopah  &  Tidewater, 

66 1.  C.  c.  ,-  I 

,       h  LtOO^^Ic 


218  INTfiKSTATE  COMIiIEBGE  COlfMISSION  BEFOBTS. 

which  together  form  a  route  extending  from  Mina,  a  connection  with 
the  Southern  Pacific,  through  Tonopah  and  Goldfield  to  Ludlow, 
Cahf.,  on  the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe;  and  the  Virginia  & 
Truckee,  which  extends  from  Reno  through  Caraon  City  to  Virginia 
City,  a  distance  of  52  miles. 

Coal  consumed  in  Nevada  moves  principally  from  mines  at  or 
near  Castle  Gate,  Utah,  a  point  on  the  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  Bail- 
road  115  miles  southeast  of  Salt  Lake  City  and  152  miles  southeast 
of  Ogden,  Utah,  and  from  mines  at  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.,  191  miles 
east  of  Ogden  on  the  Union  Pacific,  The  average  distance  from 
the  Utah  mines  to  Salt  Lake  City  is  124  miles.  The  movement  of 
coal  from  these  two  districts  to  destinations  in  Nevada  amounted 
to  224,849  tons  in  1916  and  to  448,127  tons  in  1918,  of  which  in  the 
latter  year  approximately  60,000  tons  were  for  domestic  use  and 
888,000  tons  for  industrial  purposes.  The  points  of  largest  con- 
sumption were  McGill  and  Ruth,  where  nearly  300,000  tons,  con- 
sisting principally  of  slack  coal,  wera  used  in  the  smelting  and 
mining  operations  of  the  Nevada  Consolidated  Copper  Company. 
There  has  heen  a  marked  decline  in  the  consumption  of  coal  at 
McGill  since  1918,  due  to  the  partial  and  at  present  complete  clos- 
ing of  the  properties.  At  the  time  of  the  hearing  there  was  no 
apparent  prospect  of  their  early  reopening. 

Generally  speaking,  the  rates  on  coal  from  the  Utah  and  southern 
Wyoming  mines  to  points  in  Nevada  are  the  same.  Utah  coal  moves, 
as  a  rule,  via  the  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  to  Salt  Lake  City,  thence 
Western  Pacific,  and  southern  Wyoming  coal  moves  via  the  Union 
Pacific  to  Ogden,  thence  Southern  Pacific.  The  haul  from  the  Utah 
mines  is  generally  shorter  by  about  40  to  50  miles.  Taking  Castle 
Gate  as  representative  of  the  Utah  mines,  tlie  rate  to  Utah  points 
on  the  Western  Pacific  and  Southern  Pacific  near  the  Utah-Nevada 
state  line  is  $5.10;  to  Ola  on  the  Western  Pacific,  244  miles  from 
Castle  Gate,  and  to  Tecoma  on  the  Southern  Pacific,  267  miles  from 
Castle  Gate,  on  the  Nevada  side  of  the  state  line,  the  rate  is  $6,376, 
an  increase  of  $1,275.  This  rate  is  blanketed  for  a  distance  of  ap- 
proximately 250  miles.  To  Winnemucca,  511  miles  from  Castle  Gat« 
via  the  Western  Pacific,  the  rate  is  $6.75^  and  to  the  next  station,  7 
miles  beyond,  $7,125.  This  latter  rate  is  blanketed  as  far  as  Reno, 
735  miles  from  Castle  Gate,  via  the  Western  Pacific,  and  692  miles 
via  the  Southern  Pacific.  West  thereof  the  Pacific  coast  rate  of 
$7.25  applies  to  all  main-line  points  intermediate  to  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  The  rates  to  points  on  the  Los  Angeles  A,  Salt  Lake  in  Utah 
and  Nevada  adjacent  to  the  state  line,  7  miles  apart,  are  $5.20  and 
$6.50,  respectively.  The  rate  of  $6.50  applies  to  Caliente  and  also  to 
Pioche  for  distances  of  364  and  397  miles  from  Castle  Gate.    The 
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rate  to  Boyd,  379  mJI«s  from  Castle  Gate,  is  $7,875,  and  is  the  same 
as  the  rate  applying  to  San  Pedro,  Calif.,  850  miles.  Although  the 
rates  from  Castle  Gate  are  also  applied  from  Bock  Springs,  the  dis- 
tance is  about  180  or  200  miles  grenter  from  Rock  Springs  than  from 
Castle  Gate  to  Provo  or  Lynndyl,  Utah,  where  the  coal  from  both 
districts  comes  together  when  destined  to  Nevada  points  on  the  Los 
Angeles  &  Salt  Lake.  As  a  rule,  rates  to  branch-line  points  in 
Nevada  and  to  points  on  short  lines  are  graded  up  from  the  junction 
points  and  are  in  some  instances  based  on  combination  of  Uie  rates 
to  and  from  the  jtinction. 

The  present  rates  on  lump  coal  from  Castle  Gate  to  a  number  of 
representative  points  in  Nevada,  together  with  the  distances  and 
earnings  per  ton-mile  and  per  car-mile,  based  on  an  average  loading 
of  i5  tons  per  car,  are  given  in  the  following  table,  which  has  been 
compiled  from  one  of  complainant's  exhibits : 
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Complainant  contends  that  the  rates  to  destinations  in  Nevada  are 
unjust,  excessive,  and  unduly  prejudicial  by  comparison  with  cor- 
responding rates  from  the  same  mining  fields  to  points  in  Idaho, 
Montana,  Washington,  Oregon,  and  California.  That  the  rates  to 
Nevada  are  on  a  substantially  higher  level  than  those  to  points  in 
other  western  states  is  shown  by  the  following  rate  comparisons 
submitted  by  complainant: 
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The  exhibit  from  which  the  above  figures  were  compiled  sets  out 
the  rates  and  earnings  thereunder  from  Castle  Gate  to  628  destina- 
tions in  Utah,  Nevada,  California,  Oregon,  Montana,  Idaho,  Wyo- 
ming, and  Washington.  The  average  distance  to  18  representative 
stations  in  Nevada  on  the  Western  Pacific  is  shown  to  be  440  miles, 
the  average  rate  $6.60,  and  the  average  revenue  per  car-mile  67  cents. 
The  averages  to  33  main-line  stations  on  the  Southern  Pacific  are  503 
miles,  $6.73  per  ton,  and  60  cents  per  car-mile;  and  to  18  stations 
on  the  Los  Angeles  &  Salt  Lake,  420  miles,  $7,376  per  ton,  and  79 
cents  per  car -mile.  The  car-mile  earnings  under  the  same  rates  from 
Bock  Springs  to  Los  Angeles  &  Salt  Lake  points  would  be  consider- 
ably lower  because  of  the  much  longer  haul  than  from  Castle  Gate. 
Including  32  points  on  short  lines  in  Nevada  and  17  stations  on 
Southern  Pacific  branch  lines,  the  averages  to  118  stations  in  that 
state  are  535.6  miles,  $7,865  per  ton,  and  65  cents  per  car-mile.  The 
averages  to  60  stations  in  Idaho  are  501.5  miles,  $5.29  per  ton,  and 
47  cents  per  car-mile.  To  18  stations  in  Montana,  averaging  566.5 
miles  from  Castle  Gate,  the  average  rate  is  shown  to  be  $5.38,  and 
the  average  car-mile  earnings  43  cents. 

According  to  reports  on  file  with  the  Public  Service  CommiBsioD 
of  Nevada  the  average  loading  of  all  freight  handled  by  the  South- 
ern Pacific  to,  from,  in,  and  through  Nevada  for  the  year  1919  was 
22.66  tons,  the  average  haul  was  373.95  miles,  and  the  average  car- 
mile  earnings  were  27.55  cents.  On  similar  traffic  on  the  Western 
Pacific  the  average  loading  per  car  was  30.86  tons,  the  average  haul 
323.95  miles,  and  the  average  car-mile  earnings  23.05  cents.  It  is 
urged  that  coal  is  a  low-grade,  heavy-loading  commodity,  moved 
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largely  at  the  coDvenience  of  tbe  carrier,  and  is  therefore  more 
economical  to  handle  than  ordinary  freight.  Complainant  argues 
that  by  contrast  with  the  earnings  on  all  traffic,  increased  to  reflect 
the  increases  authorized  in  Ijicreased  Rates,  1920,  68  I.  C.  C,  220, 
the  coal  traffic  in  Nevada  is  shown  to  be  bearing  far  more  than  its 
fair  share  of  the  burden  of  transiwrtation. 

Evidence  was  offered  by  complainant  to  show  that  the  transporta- 
tion conditions  in  Nevada  are  in  general  more  favorable  than  on 
the  lines  of  carriers  serving  the  states  north  thereof.  Fewer  adverse 
grades  requiring  helper  service  are  encountered  in  the  movement  to 
main-line  points  on  the  Southern  Pacific  and  Western  Pacific  in 
Nevada  than  to  points  in  Idaho,  Montana,  and  the  northwest,  thus 
permitting  the  Nevada  carriers  to  operate  trains  with  maximum 
tonnage.  Some  point  was  made  by  defendants  of  the  sharp  grade 
from  Castle  Gate  to  Soldier  Summit,  Utah,  on  the  Denver  &  Kio 
Grande  south  of  Salt  Lake  City,  but  coal,  whether  destined  to  points 
in  Nevada  or  to  the  northwest,  must  pass  over  the  same  grade. 
Climatic  conditions,  particularly  the  absence  of  snow  in  winter,  are 
also  said  to  favor  operations  in'  Nevada.  Evidence  concerning  the 
comparative  operating  conditions  in  that  and  other  states  was  con- 
fined, so  far  as  Nevada  is  concerned,  to  the  territory  traversed  by 
the  Western  Paci^c,  Southern  Pacific  main  line,  and  Los  Angeles 
&  Salt  Lake.  Little  or  nothing  was  said  with  respect  to  the  con- 
ditions on  the  short  or  branch  lines  in  Nevada.  Based  on  the  com- 
parisons with  rates  to  points  in  other  states  and  the  showing  with 
respect  to  transportation  conditions,  the  complainant  asks  for  an 
average  reduction  of  $2  per  ton  to  all  points  throughout  the  state. 

As  stated,  the  Nevada  Consolidated  Copper  Company,  intervener, 
is  interested  chiefly  in  the  rate  on  slack  coal  from  the  Utah  and  south- 
ern Wyoming  mines  to  McGill.  The  distances  are  390  miles  and 
459  miles,  respectively.  The  movement  is  principally  from  Utah 
mines.  Prior  to  October,  1917,  the  rate  on  slack  coal,  also  run  of 
mine  and  nut,  from  both  fields  was  $3.50.  In  that  month  it  was  in- 
creased 15  cents,  which  was  followed  on  June  25,  1918,  by  a  further 
increase  of  55  cents  from  Wyoming  mines  and  50  cents  from  Castle 
Gate.  The  increases  of  1920  resulted  in  the  present  rate  of  $5.25. 
The  rate  on  lump  coal  is  $6.50. 

In  1914  shipments  of  slack  coal  for  the  smelter  at  McGill  aggre- 
gated 30,459  tons.  The  movement  more  than  doubled  in  the  fol- 
lowing year,  and  in  1920  amounted  to  157,238  tons.  The  tonnage 
of  coal  other  than  slack,  i.  e.,  run  of  mine,  nut,  and  lump,  aggre- 
gated 40,758  tons  in  1914,  and  reached  the  masimum  of  200,897 
tons  in  1918.  In  April,  1918,  a  coal-pulverizing  plant  was  in- 
stalled, using  slack,  and  thereafter  the  movement  of  other  grades 
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of  coal  declined  materially.  An  exhibit  submitted  by  the  Western 
Pacific  shows  a  movement  of  251,327  tons  of  Utah  coal  to  Nevada 
Northern  points  via  Shatter  in  1920,  of  which  144,547  tons  con- 
sisted of  slack.  In  the  same  period  the  Southern  Pacific  delivered 
to  the  Nevada  Northern  5,443  tons  of  Wyoming  coal  and  1,088 
tons  of  Utah  coal.  Under  normal  conditions  the  daily  consump- 
tion of  coal  at  McGill  is  850  tons,  or  about  18  carloads,  of  which 
85  per  cent  is  slack. 

Coal  is  also  used  by  the  Ely  Light  A  Power  Company  at  East 
Ely,  a  point  on  the  Nevada  Northern  13  miles  south  of  AfcGill. 
Shipments  to  that  company  aggregated  2,900  tons  in  1919  and  about 
2,000  tons  in  1920,  consisting  principally  of  run  of  mine.  Due  to 
the  closing  of  the  copper  properties  there  is  but  little  movement 
at  this  time.  The  present  rates  to  East  Ely  are  $5.50  on  slack, 
$5,875  on  run  of  mine,  and  $6.75  on  lump. 

The  Nevada  Consolidated  Copper  Company  contrasts  the  rate  of 
$5.25  on  slack  coal  to  McGill,  yielding  earnings  of  1.35  cents  per 
ton-mile  and  60.73  cents  per  car-mile  from  Castle  Gate,  and  1.14 
cents  per  ton-mile  and  51.47  cents  per  car-mile  from  Rock  Springs, 
with  rates  on  slack  from  the  same  mines  to  various  other  points  where 
this  grade  of  coal  is  used  in  smelting,  milling,  or  mining  operations. 
The  rate  on  coal  of  all  kinds,  including  slack,  from  Castle  Gate  to 
Anaconda,  Mont.,  for  illustration,  is  $4.50.  The  distance  is  approxi- 
mately 567  miles  and  the  rat«  yields  earnings  of  7.93  mills  per 
ton-mile  and  35.71  cents  per  car-mile,  based  on  45  tons  to  the  car. 
The  rate  from  Rock  Springs  to  the  same  point,  a  distance  of  533 
miles,  is  $4,  yielding  7.5  mills  per  ton-mile  and  33.77  cents  per 
car-mile. 

The  rate  to  McGill  is  also  compared  with  a  rate  of  $8.25  on  slack 
from  GaUup,  N.  Mez.,  to  El  Paso,  Tex.,  a  distance  of  867  miles,  yield- 
ing toB-mile  earnings  of  8.9  mills  and  car-mile  earnings  of  40.05 
cents,  and  with  a  rate  of  $4,625  on  slack  from  the  same  point  to 
Hayden,  Ariz.,  531  miles,  yielding  8.7  mills  per  ton-mile  and  39.19 
cents  per  car-mile.  The  lowest  earniogs  shown  on  intervener's  ex- 
hibit are  under  a  rate  of  $4  from  Dawson,  N.  Mex.,  to  Tyrone, 
N.  Mex.,  636  miles,  amounting  to  6.4  mills  per  ton-mile  and  28.30 
cents  per  car-mile;  and  the  highest  under  a  rate  of  $2,375  from 
Roundup,  Mont.,  to  Butte,  Mont.,  257  miles,  amounting  to  9.2  mills 
per  ton-mile  and  41.59  cente  per  car-mile.  The  car-mile  earnings 
from  Castle  Gate  to  McGill  average  approximately  70  per  cent  more 
than  the  earnings  to  the  points  to  which  comparisons  are  made, 
although  the' distance  to  McGill  is  about  23  per  cent  less  than  the 
average  to  such  other  points. 
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The  Nevada  Consolidated  Copper  Company  produces  and  sells  ita 
copper  in  competition  with  other  companies  mining  or  smelting 
copper  ore  at  Anaconda,  Harden,  El  Paso,  and  other  western  points 
and  claims  to  be  entitled  to  rates  on  coal  that  are  relatively  no  higher 
than  are  enjoyed  by  its  competitors.  It  urges  the  establishment  of 
a  rate  of  $3.25  to  KfcGill  which,  from  Castle  Gate,  would  yield  earn- 
ings of  8.3  mills  per  ton-mile  and  37.5  cents  per  car-mile,  slightly 
in  excess  of  the  average  car-mile  earnings  to  16  western  points  named 
in  its  exhibit.  These  western  copper  plants,  probably  without  an 
exception,  have  temporarily  discontinued  operations,  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  expense  of  production  exceeds  the  price  at  which  copper 
can  now  be  sold. 

The  Nevada  Northern,  which  handles  the  traffic  between  McGill 
and  its  connections  with  the  Southern  Pacific  at  Cobre  and  the 
Western  Pacific  at  Shafter,  is  owned  by  the  Nevada  Consolidated 
Copper  Company  and  85  per  cent  or  more  of  its  business  consists  of 
traffic  to  or  from  the  mines  and  smelter  of  that  company.  It  was 
conatmctfid  to  serve  the  Copper  company  and  will  probably  discon- 
tinue operations  when  the  ore  has  been  exhausted,  estimated  to  be  in 
from  16  to  20  years. 

Defendants  freely  admit  that  the  rates  on  coal  to  Nevada  are 
higher  than  to  points  in  the  northwest  generally,  and  undertake  to 
justify  this  disparity  by  the  relatively  light  tonnage  to  Nevada,  the 
higher  percentage  of  empty  return  haul,  and  the  lack  of  competition, 
which,  it  is  said,  has  resulted  in  depressing  the  rates  to  the  north 
and  west.  The  record  shows  that  in  1920  the  return  empty  movement 
of  coal  cars  from  Nevada  on  the  Western  Pacific  was  92  per  cent; 
in  January  and  February,  1921,  on  the  Los  Angeles  &.  Salt  Lake, 
between  80  and  8S  per  cent;  and  on  the  Southern  Pacific  in  Septem- 
ber, 1920,  67  per  cent.  The  easthound  movement  of  lumber  and  for- 
est products  from  California,  Oregon,  and  Washington  resulted  in  a 
materially  less  empty  return  haul  from  those  states. 

The  rates  on  coal  from  southern  Wyoming  and  Utah  to  northwest- 
em  points  are  governed  largely  by  the  rates  applying  from  compet- 
ing mining  districts  in  Wyoming,  Montana,  Washington,  and  west- 
em  Canada.  Coal  is  produced  at  Kemmerer,  Wyo.,  85  miles  north- 
west of  Rock  Springs  on  the  Oregon  Short  Line;  at  Kirhy  and 
Sheridan  in  northern  Wyoming,  on  the  Chicago,  Burlington  & 
Quincy  Railroad;  at  Roundup  and  various  other  points  in  Mon- 
tana; and  at  a  number  of  points  in  Washington  nnd  western  Can- 
ada. The  coal  from  these  different  districts,  except  that  mined  in 
Washington  and  Montana,  is  of  about  the  same  character  as  the 
southern  Wyoming  and  Utah  coal.  Washington  and  Montana  coal 
is  nf  an  inferior  grade. 
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Rates  from  Rock  Springs  and  Kemmerer  to  points  in  southern 
Idaho  were  considered  in  Idaho  Commercial  Clubs  v.  O.  S.  L.  B.  B. 
Co.,  18 1.  C.  C,  562.  The  average  distance  from  the  mines  to  the  par- 
ticular points  there  concerned  was  389  miles  and  the  rates  of  $3.75 
and  $4,  then  in  effect,  were  found  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they 
exceeded  $3.50  per  ton.  The  present  rat«  of  $5.25  from  Rock 
Springs  to  these  points,  for  an  average  distance  of  432  miles,  reflects 
the  increase  of  15  cents  per  ton,  authorized  in  The  Fifteen  Per  Cent 
Case,  45  I.  C.  C,  303 ;  the  increase  of  50  cents  per  ton  made  by  the 
Director  General  June  25,  1918,  in  rates  on  coal  amounting  to  $3 
or  more ;  and  the  25  per  cent  increase  approved  in  Increased  Bates, 
1920,  supra.  In  Consolidated  Fuel  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  <fi  S.  F.  By.  Co.,  24 
I.  C.  C,  213,  the  rates  from  Utah  to  these  points  were  fixed  on  the 
basis  of  25  cents  per  ton  over  the  Rock  Springs  rates. 

Rates  on  coal  to  other  points  in  the  northwest  were  prescribed  in 
Sheridan  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  C,  B.  d:  Q.  B.  B.  Co.,  26  I.  C.  C, 
638,  and  28  I.  C.  C,  250.  Among  the  rates  therein  considered  were 
those  from  Sheridan  and  Red  Lodge,  Mont.,  to  points  on  the  line  of 
the  Iforthem  Pacific  and  its  connections  in  Montana,  Idaho,  Washing- 
ton and  Oregon.  Red  Lodge  is  59  miles  southwest  of  BUlings  on  the 
Northern  Pacific,  and  Sheridan  is  143  miles  southeast  of  Billings  on 
the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy.  In  our  supplemental  rei>ort,  we 
found  that  by  establishing  rates  from  Sheridan  55  cents  per  ton  over 
those  from  Red  Lodge  to  destinations  within  500  miles  of  Sheridan, 
both  mining  fields  would  be  placed  Upon  approximately  the  same  per 
ton-mile  basis.  The  rate  from  Sheridan  to  Anaconda,  a  typical  des- 
tination in  this  territory  and  one  referred  to  particularly  by  com- 
plainant, thus  became  $2.55,  and  is  now  by  virtue  of  the  three  general 
increases  $3,875  per  ton.  This  rate  yields  earnings  of  43  cents  per 
car-mile  for  a  distance  of  405  miles  from  Sheridan.  To  yield  the 
same  earnings  on  traffic  from  Rock  Springs  would  require  a  rate  of 
approximately  $5.10,  as  compared  with  the  present  rate  of  $4. 

The  reduction  in  the  rate  from  Sheridan  to  Anaconda  and  other 
points  in  1913  was  met  by  reductions  from  Rock  Springs  and  Castle 
Gate  in  order  to  permit  the  operators  in  those  fields  to  compete  with 
the  mines  in  Montana  and  northern  Wyoming,  Apparently  the  com- 
petitive situation  remains  the  same  as  it  is  to  be  observed  that  the 
rate  from  Rock  Springs  to  Anaconda,  via  the  line  of  the  Oregon 
Short  Line  extending  northward  from  Pocatello,  is  substaotially 
lower  than  the  rates  to  points  west  of  Pocatello  resulting  from  the 
decision  in  Idaho  Com-mereidl  Clubs  v.  O.  S.  L.  B.  B.  Co.,  supra. 

It  is  unnecessary  for  the  purpose  of  this  report  to  discuss  in  detail 
the  evidence  relating  to  the  rates  to  the  north  Pacific  coast  and  to 
San  Francisco.    Those  rates  are  considerably  lower,  considered  with 
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respect  to  the  lengths  of  haul,  than  apply  to  Nevada  destinations. 
At  Portland,  Oreg.,  for  example,  Utah  and  southern  Wyoming  coal 
comes  in  competition  with  coal  mined  in  Washington  and  British 
Columbia,  and  with  cordwood,  which  is  used  extensively  for  fael 
purposes.  Prior  to  1911  the  competitive  rate  to  Portland  was  main- 
tained as  a  terminal  rate  only  and  higher  rates  were  in  effect  tb 
intermediate  points.  In  that  year  the  departure  from  th«  long-and- 
short-haul  provision  of  the  fourth  section  was  removed  by  increasing 
the  Portland  rate.  The  present  rate  of  $6,125  from  Rock  Springs  to 
Portland  is  said  to  yield  the  lowest  return  of  any  traffic  handled  by 
the  Union  Pacific  system.  Competition  at  San  Francisco  is  less 
severe  than  at  Portland  and  the  rat«  is  therefore  somewhat  higher, 
being  $7.25  from  Bock  Springs  and  Castle  Gate  for  a  distance  of 
approximately  1,000  miles.  The  San  Francisco  rate  is  blanketed 
back  nearly  to  Reno,  S33  miles  on  the  Southern  Pacific  and  340  Iniles 
on  the  Western  Pacific, 

The  record  clearly  shows  that  Nevada  is  surrounded  by  states  to 
which  ^e  general  level  of  coal  rates  is  materially  lower.  Prior  to 
August  26,  1920,  rates  from  Castle  Gate  to  points  in  western  Utah 
applied  also  for  considerable  distances  into  Nevada.  A  rate  of  $3.10 
was  blanketed  from  Olney,  Utah,  as  far  west  as  Tute,  Nev.,  a  distance 
of  approximately  60  miles  in  Utah  and  235  miles  in  Nevada.  The 
rate  to  the  points  in  Utah  is  still  $5.10,  but  to  the  points  in  Nevada 
formerly  included  in  the  same  blanket  it  is  now  $6,375,  or  $1,376 
higher.  A  similar  adjustment  was  in  effect  on  the  Western  Pacific 
and  one  substantially  similar  on  the  Los  Angeles  &  Salt  Lake.  The 
abrupt  increase  at  the  state  line  is  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  the 
Utah  rates  were  not  made  subject  to  the  increases  under  Increased 
Rates,  1920,  supra.  In  Utah  Ratea,  Fares,  and  Charges,  60  I.  C.  C, 
$88,  we  found  that,  considered  with  respect  to  the  actual  haul,  coal 
rates  in  that  state  were  reasonably  high,  and  increases  therein  corre- 
sponding to  the  increases  in  interstate  rates  were  not  required.  It 
was  noted  in  that  case  that  the  former  parities  were  the  result  of 
voluntary  adjustments  made  by  the  carriers  themselves. 

On  the  north,  rates  from  Rock  Springs  to  points  in  Idaho,  pre- 
scribed in  Idaho  Commercial  Clubs  v.  0.  S.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  supra,  as 
changed  by  the  general  increases,  are  lower  than  for  corresponding 
distances  from  Rock  Springs  or  Castle  Gate  to  destinations  in  Ne- 
vada. The  present  rate  of  $5.25  from  Rock  Springs  to  the  12  points 
concerned  in  that  proceeding,  averaging  432  miles  in  distance,  yields 
54  cents  per  car-mile,  which  may  he  compared  with  the  rate  of 
$6,375  from  Castle  Gate  to  Battle  Mountain,  Nov.,  460  miles,  yield- 
ing 62.43  cents  per  car-mile.  In  accordance  with  Consolidated  Fuel 
Co.  T.  A.,  T.  (6  8.  F.  By.  Co.,  supra,  the  rates  from  Castle  Gate  to 
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the  Idaho  pointe  are  25  cents  higher  than  from  Bock  Spiings,  for 
distances  about  22  miles  greater  than  from  Rock  Springs. 

On  the  south  Arizona  enjoys  a  more  favorable  rate  basis  than  Ne- 
vada. Bates  to  Arizona  points  were  prescribed  in  Maricopa  County 
Commercial  Club  v.  P.  <&  E.  R.  R.  Co.,  22  I.  C.  C,  221,  and  Arizona 
Corporation  Commnision  v.  A.,  T.  <Sb  S.  F.  By.  Co.,  28  I.  C.  C,  428. 
In  the  former  a  rate  of  $3.60  was  prescribed  from  Gallup,  N.  Mex., 
to  Mesa,  Ariz.,  a  distance  of  452  miles.  The  rate  on  lump  is  now 
$5.38,  which  may  be  compared  with  the  rate  of  $6.60  on  lump  from 
Castle  Gate  to  McGill,  390  miles,  or  the  rate  of  $6,375  blanketed  from 
Tecoma  to  Tule,  an  average  distance  of  about  390  miles.  The  rates 
on  slack  to  Mesa  and  McGill  are  $4.63  and  $5.26,  respectively.  Bates 
on  coal  from  Gallup  to  practically  all  consuming  points  in  Arizona 
were  considered  in  AHsona  Corporation  Commisnon  v.  A.,  T.  ds  S.  F. 
Ry.  Co.,  eupra.  A  typical  rate  is  that  from  Gallup  to  Bowie,  500 
miles,  which,  under  the  general  increases,  is  now  $5.88  per  ton.  The 
rate  from  Castle  Gate  to  Winnemucca,  511  miles,  is  $6.76. 

No  objection  has  been  made  by  the  parties  to  the  present  grouping 
of  stations  in  Nevada  and  no  change  therein  appears  necessary. 
We  see  no  objection  to  the  voluntary  equalization  of  rates  from 
Castle  Gate  and  Rock  Springs  to  all  points  in  Nevada,  but  we  can 
not  prescribe  the  same  rates  from  Kock  Springs  that  would  be  rea- 
sonable from  Castle  Gate  to  points  on  the  Los  Angeles  &  Salt  Lake, 
because  of  the  much  greater  difference  in  distance  from  the  two 
districts  to  points  on  that  line  than  to  points  on  other  lines  in 
Nevada.  As  the  conditions  affecting  transportation  on  the  Southern 
Pacific  branch  lines  and  on  the  short  lines  in  Nevada,  except  the 
Nevada  Northern,  are  not  stnted,  no  finding  will  be  made  with  re- 
spect to  the  rates  to  points  on  such  lines. 

We  find  that  the  present  rates  on  coal,  in  carloads,  from  the 
Castle  Gate  district  in  Utah  and  from  Bock  Springs,  Wyo.,  to 
stations  in  Nevada  on  the  main  line  of  the  Southern  Pacific,  on  tb( 
Western  Pacific,  and  to  McGill,  East  Ely,  and  other  points  on  ths 
Nevada  Northern,  also  from  the  Castle  Gate  district  to  Nevada 
points  on  the  main  line  of  the  Los  Angeles  &  Salt  Lake  and  to  Pioche, 
Nev.,  are  unreasonable  and  that  reasonable  rates  for  the  future  will 
be  the  following  amounts  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds:  To  points  be- 
tween  Tecomn  and  Tule,  inclusive,  on  the  Southern  Pacific,  and  be- 
tween Ola  and  Golconda,  inclusive,  on  the  Western  Pacific,  $5.50 ;  to 
Winnemucca  $5.90 ;  to  points  between  Benin  and  Reno,  inclusive,  on 
the  main  line  of  the  Southern  Pacific,  and  between  Krum  and  Beno, 
inclusive,  on  the  Western  Pacific,  $6.25 ;  to  points  on  the  Los  Angeles 
&  Salt  Iiake  between  Lien  and  Caliente,  inclusive,  also  to  Pioche, 
$5.60;  to  Etna,  Taylor  Spur,  and  Stine,  $6.60;  to  points  between 
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Boyd  and  Roach,  inclusive,  on  the  ma.in  line  of  the  Los  Angeles  Sc 
Salt  Lake,  $7;  to  McGill  and  intermediate  points  on  the  Nevada 
Northern,  $6.60  on  lump  and  $4.60  on  slack,  run  of  mine,  and  nut; 
and  to  East  Ely  and  points  beyond  on  the  Nevada  Northern,  rates 
that  exceed  the  foregoing  rates  to  McGill  by  the  amounts  which 
the  present  rat«s  to  those  points  exceed  the  present  rates  to  McGUL 

The  above  findings  are  without  prejudice  to  the  conclusions  which 
may  be  reached  in  any  other  proceedings  as  to  the  general  level  of 
the  rates  on  coal  in  this  territory. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.  11885. 

WEST  KENTUCKY  COAL  BUREAU 


ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


BubmiUed  January  18,  1922.    Decided  Febniam  11,  19H. 


On  fartber  bearing  origlnBl  OndingB  In  62  I.  C.  C,  686,  modified  to  permit  tbe 
establlsliment  and  maintenance  of  a  rate  of  not  more  tban  ^1.985  per  ton  on 
coal  from  western  Kentucky  Tia  Tbebes,  111.,  to  Festus  and  Crystal  CitTt 
Mo.,  provided  such  rate  is  noi  exceeded  at  intermediate  pointa. 

J.  V.  Norman  for  complainant. 
E.  A.  Smith  for  defendants. 

Report  of  the  Cohhibsioh  on  Furthek  Heabjno. 
Division  2,  Coumibsioners  Daniels,  Esch,  and  Camfbell. 
EscH,  Com/missioner: 

In  our  original  report,  62  I.  C.  C,  686,  we  found  that  defendants' 
rates  on  coal,  in  carloads,  from  mines  on  the  Illinois  Central  in  west- 
em  Kentucky  to  points  in  southeastern  Missouri  and  northeastern 
Arkansas,  on  and  east  of  the  line  of  the  St.  Louis-San  Francisco, 
hereinafter  called  the  Frisco,  from  Festus,  Mo.,  through  Poplar 
Bluff,  Mo.,  to  Marion,  Ark.,  were  unduly  prejudicial  to  complainants 
members  and  unduly  preferential  of  coal-mine  operators  in  southern 
Illinois,  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the  rates  contemporaneously 
maintained  by  defendants  from  mines  in  the  southern  Illinois  group 
to  the  same  destinations  by  more  tban  25  cents  per  ton  of  2,000 
pounds.  An  order  was  entered  requiring  the  removal  of  such  undue 
prejudice  and  preference  on  or  before  October  29,  1921. 

On  October  19,  1921,  defendants  applied  for  a  modification  of  the 
order  to  permit  the  establishment  of  a  rate  of  $2.15  per  ton  from 
western  Kentucky  to  Festus  and  Crystal  City,  Mo.,  upon  the  ground 
that  rates  could  not  be  established  to  those  points  based  on  the  25-cent 
differential  over  the  existing  rates  from  southern  Illinois  without 
violating  the  long-and-short-haul  rule  of  the  fourth  section.  On 
November  8,  1921,  the  case  was  reopened  for  further  hearing  solely 
with  respect  to  the  rates  to  Festus  and  Crystal  City  and  intermediate 
points,  our  order  being  vacated  in  so  far  as  it  affected  the  rates  to 
Festus  and  Crystal  City.  Ratei  are  stated  in  amounts  per  ton  of 
2,000  poundi, 
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Festus  and  Crystal  City  are  39  and  40  miles,  respectively,  south  of 
St.  Louis,  Mo.  via  the  Frisco,  but  the  short  route  from  western 
Kentucky  to  these  points  crosses  the  Mississippi  River  at  Thebes,  111., 
and  runs  north  via  the  Frisco.  When  the  complaint  was  filed  and 
at  the  time  of  the  original  hearing,  defendants'  rate  of  $1,895  from 
the  southern  Illinois  group  to  Festus  and  Crystal  City,  applicable  via 
Thebes,  was  the  same  as  to  intarmediate  points  south  thereof,  Bain- 
bridge  to  McCoy,  Mo.,  inclusive.  Subsequent  to  the  original  hearing, 
effective  December  30,  1920,  defendants  canceled  the  $1,895  rate  to 
Festus  and  Crystal  City  and  published  to  those  points  a  rate  of  $1.{[6 
from  southern  Illinois  via  St.  Louis,  in  connection  with  the  Terminal 
Bailroad  Association  of  St.  Louis.  Defendants  published  the  $1.S6 
rate  to  meet  a  similar  rate  maintained  by  other  lines  to  Festus  and 
Crystal  City.  The  $1,895  rate  from  southern  Illinois  via  Thebes,  as 
increased  to  $1.90  under  special  permission  No.  50643,  is  stiJl  in  effect 
to  th9  stations  Bainbridge  to  McCoy,  inclusive.  The  rata  of  the 
Illinois  Central  from  western  Kentucky  to  St.  Louis,  which  was  not 
in  issue  in  this  case,  is  $2.  Defendants  elected  to  comply  with  our 
original  order  without  changing  the  existing  rates  from  southern 
Illinois,  and,  effective  October  29, 1921,  published  rates  from  western 
Kentucky  of  $2.15  to  the  stations  Bainbridge  to  McCoy,  inclusive,  and 
$1.81  to  Festus  and  Crystal  City,  applicable  via  Thf^es.  Following 
OUT  order  vacating  the  original  order  as  to  the  rates  to  Festus  and 
Crystal  City,  defendants  canceled  the  $1.81  rate  to  those  points, 
effective  January  20,  1922,  leaving  in  effect  only  the  higher  combina- 
tion rates  originally  assailed  and  condemned. 

At  the  further  hearing  defendants  asked  that  they  be  permitted 
to  publish  a  rate  of  $1,985  from  western  Kentucky  via  Thebes  to 
Festus  and  Crystal  City  and  to  the  intermediate  points,  Bainbridge 
to  McCoy,  inclusive.  The  proposed  adjustment  would  avoid  de- 
partures from  the  fourth  section,  result  in  a  difference  of  42.5  cents 
over  the  present  rate  from  southern  Illinois  to  Festus  and  Crystal 
City,  and  reduce  the  rate  to  the  intermediate  points  from  $2.16  to 
$1,986.  It  is  satisfactory  to  the  complainant,  both  parties  agreeing 
that  it  shall  be  subject  to  any  readjustment  growing  out  of  our  de- 
cision in  The  lUinoig  Coal  Cases,  19£0,  62  I.  C.  C,  741. 

Our  original  findings,  otherwise  adhered  to,  will  be  modified  to  the 
extent  of  permitting  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  a  rate 
of  not  more  than  $1,986  from  western  Kentucky  via  Thebes  to  Festus 
and  Crystal  City,  provided  such  rate  is  not  exceeded  at  intermediate 
points ;  and  an  order  will  be  entered  authorizing  the  establishment 
of  such  rate  to  all  points  between  Festus  and  Bainbridge,  incluBiTe, 
'  on  five  days'  notice. 
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Investigation  and  Suspension  Docket  No.  1430. 

CONSTEUCTIVE  MILEAGE  FOR  BRIDGE  OVER  HUDSON 
RIVER  AT  POUGHKEEPSIE,  N.  Y. 


Submitted  December  SB,  1911.    Deotded  January  SO,  ISSi. 


Proposal  In  respondents'  distance  tariff  to  add  100  constructive  miles  for 
crossing  the  Hudson  River  by  bridge  at  Pougbkeepsle,  N.  S.,  found  uot 
Justified.  '  Suspended  scbedules  ordered  canceled  and  proceeding  dlscoa- 
tinned. 

W.  W.  Meyer  for  respondents. 

Arthur  B.  Rayea  and  Hugh  F.  Smitk  for  Seftboard  By-Product 
Coke  Company ;  W.  E.  Chandler  for  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce 
and  New  England  Traffic  League ;  C.  J.  Fogg  for  Newark  Chamber 
of  Commerce  and  New  Jersey  Industrial  Traffic  League;  James  G. 
Lincoln  for  Merchants  Association  of  New  York  and  Philadelphia 
Chamber  of  Commerce ;  FranJe  E.  Grace  for  Brooklyn  Chamber  of 
Commerce;  J.  H.  Cull  and  E.  A.  Oallman  for  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  Patereon,  N.  J. ;  P.  W,  Moore  for  Queensboro  Chamber  of 
Commerce;  F.  E.  Paulaon  and  W.  F.  Clark  for  Lehigh  Portland 
Cement  Company;  C.  H.  Reigart  for  Dexter  Portland  Cement  Com- 
pany and  others;  and  C.  B.  MacCarey  for  Hercules  Cement  Corpora- 
tion, protestants. 

W.  G.Rich,FrancisB.Jajne8^E.E.WiUiamson,&ndEv}ing  H.Scott 
for  Providence  Gas  Company;  Allen  ifcCarty  and  Walter  Young 
for  Atlas  Portland  Cement  Company ;  and  W.  J.  Lavelle  for  New 
England  Coal  &,  Coke  Company  and  New  England  Fuel  &  Trans- 
portation  Company. 

Repobt  op  the  Cohhibsion. 
Division  3,  Cohhissionerb  Haul,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  S  : 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  October  29, 1921,  respondents 
propose  to  add  100  constructive  miles  in  computing  the  distance 
between  points  on  the  Central  New  England,  a  part  of  the  New  York, 
New  Haven  &  Hartford  system,  west  of  the  Hudson  River  and  points 
on  lines  of  that  system  east  of  the  river,  which  in  effect  means  an 
addition  of  100  constructive  miles  for  crossing  the  Hudson  River  by 
bridge  at  Poughkeepsie,  N.  Y,    Upon  protest  of  the  chambers  of 
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commerce  of  Boeton,  Mass.,  and  Newark,  N.  J.,  the  New  Jersey  In- 
dustrial Traffic  League,  and  the  Seaboard  By-Product  Coke  Company 
of  Seaboard,  N.  J.,  the  schedules  were  suspended  until  March  28, 
19^.  Other  protestants  appeared  at  the  hearing;  and  several  New 
England  coke  companies  and  a  cement  company  with  a  plant  at 
Hudson,  N,  Y.,  east  of  the  Hudson  Birer,  appeared  in  support  of 
respondents'  proposal. 

In  1871  a  company  was  organized  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a 
bridge  over  the  Hudson  Kiver  at  Poughkeepsie.  Construction  was 
c<Hnmenced  in  1876,  suspended  in  1878,  resumed  in  1886,  and  com- 
pleted in  1886.  The  bridge  was  opened  for  local  traffic  on  December 
SI,  1888,  and  for  through  traffic  in  July,  1889.  In  1892  the  property 
of  the  bridge  company  was  sold  under  foreclosure,  the  purchasing 
corporation  was  merged  with  the  Central  New  England  &  Western, 
and  a  new  company  was  formed  to  own  and  operate  the  rail  line  from 
Campbell  Hall,  K*.  Y.,  to  tiie  west-bank  terminus  of  the  bridge,  the 
bridge  itself  and  the  rail  line  from  the  east-bank  terminus  of  the 
bridge  to  Silvemails,  N.  Y.  This  company,  as  a  result  of  successive 
consolidations  and  leases  of  various  short  lines,  constitutes  the  present 
Central  New  England  and  approximately  93  per  cent  of  its  tonnage 
passes  over  the  bridge. 

This  bridge  is  of  steel,  about  1.282  miles  long,  and  212  feet  above 
mean  high-water  mark.  The  river  spans  are  3,093.75  feet  in  length 
and  the  east  and  west  approaches  2,640  and  1,033.5  feet,  respectively. 
It  was  built  for  double-track  service,  but  because  of  the  heavier 
power  and  larger  equipment  now  used,  is  operated  practically  as  a 
mngte-track  bridge. 

The  proposal  to  add  100  constructive  miles  for  movement  over 
the  bridge  is  an  outgrowth  of  Seaboard  By-Product  Ooke  Co.  v. 
Director  General,  62  I.  C.  C,  317,  which  required  respondents  and 
their  connections  to  establish  and  maintain  carload  rates  on  coke 
from  Seaboard  to  destinations  in  New  York  and  New  England  via 
the  Poughkeepsie  bridge  route  on  the  basis  of  the  so-called  Provi- 
dence distance  scale  extended  to  distances  of  600  miles.  This  was 
the  only  instance  in  which  a  distance  scale  of  rates  had  been  made 
applicable  on  a  commodity  moving  from  trunk  line  territory  to  New 
England.  The  Providence  scale  was  originally  made  effective  early 
in  1919  on  coke  from  Providence  (Harbor  Junction  wharf),  R.  I., 
for  distances  up  to  325  miles.  Itespondents  endeavored  to  convince 
the  two  initial  roads  out  of  Seaboard,  the  Delaware,  Lackawanna  & 
Western  and  the  Erie,  that  in  publishing  rates  in  compliance  with 
our  order  in  the  case  cited,  100  constructive  miles  should  be  added 
for  movement  over  the  Poughkeepsie  bridge.  The  initial  carriers 
declined  to  adopt  this  view,  which  was  opposed  to  the  letter  and 
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Bpirit  of  our  report  and  order,  and  specific  rates  based  on  the  actual 
distances  from  Seaboard  became  effective  November  1,  1921.  B«- 
spondents  also  applied  for  a  reopening  of  the  case  cited  in  order 
that  evidence  of  the  cost  of  constructing  and  maintaining  the  bridge 
might  be  offered,  but  the  application  was  denied.  In  the  meantime 
respondents  had  filed  the  suspended  schedules.  The;  contend  that 
the  Providence  scale  was  not  intended  for  application  over  a  roate 
of  such  costly  construction  as  that  over  the  bridge,  and  seek  to 
justify  the  proposal  to  add  constructive  mileage  on  the  ground  that 
the  cost  of  constructing  and  maintaining  the  bridge  exceeds  similar 
costs  for  100  miles  of  ordinary  railroad  track. 

The  construction  ledger  of  the  original  company  shows  the  cost 
of  the  bridge  as  $9,900,000.  This  figure  apparently  represents  the 
par  value  of  the  securities  issued  by  the  bridge  company.  It  is  not 
shown  what  proceeds  were  realized  from  the  sale  of  these  securities 
or  what  portion  thereof  was  expended  in  construction  of  the  bridge. 
Respondents'  bridge  engineer  estimated  its  original  cost  as  $6,332,- 
660.  No  satisfactory  analysis  of  the  methods  used  in  making  this 
estimate  was  given. 

The  cost  of  reproduction  new  as  of  June  30, 1916,  is  shown  by  pre- 
liminary reports  of  our  bureau  of  valuation,  here  in  evidence,  to  be 
$3,940,194.  Based  on  figures  contained  in  the  same  reports  re- 
spondents contend  that  the  average  cost  of  reproduction  new  per 
mile  of  the  best  double-track  road  on  the  Central  New  England  is 
$38,708,  and  of  single-track  road,  $29,320.  From  these  figures  they 
deduce  that  approximately  102  miles  of  double-track  road  or  134 
miles  of  single-track  road  could  be  reproduced  for  the  same  amount 
as  would  be  necessary  to  reproduce  the  bridge  new.  The  cost  of  re- 
production new,  less  depreciation,  as  shown  by  the  reports  referred 
to,  is  over  a  million  dollars  less  than  the  cost  figure  used  by  re- 
spondents in  their  calculations.  These  preliminary  reports  were 
submitted  to  the  carriers  for  criticism  before  submission  to  us,  have 
not  been  considered  in  any  way  by  us,  and  are  not  conclu^ve  as  to 
what  the  final  figures  will  be. 

The  net  operating  cost  of  maintaining  a  mile  of  single  track 
on  the  Central  New  England,  exclusive  of  buildings,  telephone  and 
telegraph  lines,  signals,  and  joint  facilities,  plus  interest,  is  $2,948 
per  annum,  llie  average  cost  of  maintenance  of  the  bridge  over  a 
period  of  seven  years  was  $338,409  per  annum,  which,  respondents 
contend,  is  equivalent  to  the  cost  of  maintaining  114.8  miles  of  sin- 
gle track.  Without  the  exclusions  referred  to  above,  the  cost  of 
maintaining  a  mile  of  track  is  $3,281  per  annum,  and  on  this  basis 
respondents  claim  that  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  bridge  is  equiva- 
lent to  that  of  maintaining  103  miles  of  single  track. 
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If  the  cost  of  constructing  and  maintaining  a  bridge  is  100  times 
greater  than  that  for  a  mile  of  track,  it  does  not  foUow  that  100  con- 
structive miles  should  be  allowed  for  movement  over  the  bridge 
in  computing  distance,  upon  which  to  base  rates  for  transportation. 
Obviously  the  operating  coats  over  100  miles  of  ordinary  track  are 
much  greater  than  over  a  bridge  1  mile  long.  Bespondents  appar- 
ently gave  no  consideration  whatever  to  this  feature.  Nor  have  they 
proposed  the  addition  of  constructive  mileage  for  other  facilities  of 
unusual  cost,  such  as  the  Boston  terminals,  the  bridge  at  Xew  Lon- 
don, Conn.,  and  the  track-elevation  work  at  Bridgeport,  Conn.  Con- 
structive mileage  is  not  added  for  the  bridge  crossing  over  the  Hud- 
son at  Albany,  N.  Y. 

The  only  local  movement  under  distance  rates  between  stations  east 
and  west  of  the  bridge  is  of  sand  from  West  Pawling,  N.  Y.,  to  Loyd, 
Jf.  Y.  In  order  to  obviate  increase  in  those  rates  through  the  pro- 
posed addition  of  constructive  mileage  respondents  published  specific 
rates  based  on  the  actual  distance  from  West  Pawling  to  Loyd.  This 
is  not  consistent  with  their  position  in  this  proceeding. 

Evidence  was  offered  of  the  effect  which  the  addition  of  construc- 
tive mileage  would  have  upon  rates  on  coke  from  Seaboard.  For  ex- 
ample, the  protestant  located  at  that  point  shows  that,  on  the  average 
annual  shipments  made  by  it  from  1918  to  1920,  inclusive,  and  moving 
over  the  bridge,  the  freight  charges  would  be  $54,980.70  at  the  rates 
in  effect  prior  to  November  1,  1931,  $48,615.23  at  the  present  rates, 
and  $55,813.70  with  the  addition  of  100  constructive  miles.  Charges 
on  the  latter  basis  would  be  $7,198.47,  or  over  14  per  cent,  more  than 
on  the  basis  prescribed  in  Seaboard  By-product  Coke  -Co.  v.  Director 
General,  supra.  Protestants  also  claim  that  the  use  of  the  proposed 
constructive  mileage  in  making  rates  from  Seaboard  would  result  in 
undue  preference  of  coke  from  the  Connellsville,  Pa.,  district  to  New 
England.  We  have  passed  upon  the  coke  rates  from  Seaboard  to  New 
England  in  the  case  cited,  and  as  a  result  of  our  order  therein  specific 
rates  have  been  published.  These  rates  would  still  remain  in  effect 
if  the  suspended  schedules  became  effective,  although  it  appears  to  be 
respondents*  purpose  to  ultimately  bring  about,  if  possible,  an  in- 
crease in  these  rates  by  use  of  the  proposed  constructive  mileage.  No 
specific  rate  is  directly  involved  in  this  proceeding,  but  potentially  it 
affects  every  class  and  conmiodity  rate  which  might  in  the  future  be 
established  on  a  distance  basis  over  the  bridge  route.  Kespondents 
and  those  who  favored  their  proposal  to  add  constructive  mileage  cite 
cases  in  which  we  approved  the  addition  of  bridge  arbitraries  or  al- 
lowances for  river  cros^ngs.  In  all  of  those  cases  the  measure  of 
specific  rates,  or  passenger  fares,  or  a  rate  adjustment,  was  directly  in 
issue  and  considered  by  us.    Whether  rates  resulting  from  the  use  of 
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the  proposed  constructive  mileage  would  be  reasonable  or  tinreason- 
able,  to  what  extent  it  would  be  used  in  the  confitruction  of  rates,  or 
what  revenue  would  accrue  to  respondents  from  its  use  are  all  mattetv 
of  speculation.  Competitive  and  other  conditions  would  have  to  be 
considered  in  connection  with  each  rate.  The  extent  to  which  the 
constructive  mileage  would  be  used  is  impossible  of  determination  at 
the  present  time.  We  are  not  warranted  in  giving  approval  to  a 
proposal  so  vague,  indefinite,  and  uncertain  in  its  effect. 

Wa  iind  that  the  proposed  schedules  have  not  been  jnstiiied.  An 
order  will  be  entered  requiring  their  cancellation  and  discontinntng 
this  proceeding. 
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CHANNEL  CHEMICAL  CO.   V,  A.,  T.   t  S.   F.   BY.   CO. 


No.  9086. 
CHANNEL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 

V. 

ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  &  SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
ET  AL. 


Submitted  Juiv  ll,  I9tl.    DwMei  January  tS,  ISet. 


1.  Ratea  from  CbioKO,  111.,  to  Padflc  coast  t«rmliiala  on  0-Cedar  polish  In 

glam,  boxed,  and  lu  ntetal  cans,  boxed.  Id  carloads,  anrl  on  mops,  In  car- 
loads and  le«s  than  carloads,  found  unreasonable.  Reaeonable  rates 
prescribed. 

2.  Kates  from  and  to  the  same  points  on  mop  handles,  In  less  than  carloads, 

found  not  unreasonable.    Original  report  65  I.  0.  C,  738. 

Luther  M.  Walter  and  John  S.  Bwohmore  for  complainant. 

D.  F,  Lyons,  B.  W.  Scandrett,  and  H.  G.  ToU  for  defendants. 
Repobt  of  thb  Cohhission  on  Sufpi^kbntal  Hbasino. 
Division  3,  Coumissionebs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Camfiiell. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner. 

In  the  original  report  in  this  and  a  related  case,  Portland  Traffic  <& 
Transportatitm  Asao.  v.  B.  <fi  M.  R.  R.,  55  I.  C.  C,  733,  decided  De- 
cember 26,  1919,  we  found,  among  other  things,  that  defendants' 
rates  applicable  on  O-Cedar  polish  in  glass,  boxed,  and  in  metal  cans, 
boxed,  and  on  mops,  in  carloads  and  less  than  carloads,  and  on  mop 
handles,  in  less  than  carloads,  from  Chicago,  111.,  to  Pacific  coast 
terminals  had  been  unreasonable  to  the  extent  indicated,  and  awarded 
reparation  on  shipments  that  moved  prior  to  August  3, 1916,  the  date 
of  the  filing  of  the  original  complaint.  Kates  for  the  future  were 
not  prescribed,  further  hearing  appearing  necessary  because  of  the 
"  comprehensive  and  radical  readjustments  in  transcontinental  rates, 
due  in  part  to  our  decisions  in  the  Intermountain  Rate  Cases  and  in 
part  to  the  great  changes  in  transportation  conditions  caused  by  the 
war."  Upon  petition  of  complainant  further  hearing  was  held  July 
8, 1920,  with  respect  to  rates  for  the  future. 

Ratra  will  be  stated  in  amoimts  per  100  pounds,  and  do  not  in- 
clude the  general  increase  of  1920. 


66 1.  C.  C. 
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0-CBDAS  POLISH. 

Prior  to  June  25,  1918,  the  first-class  rate  of  $3.40,  less  than  car- 
loads, and  the  fourth-class  rate  of  $2,07,  carloads,  applied  on  O-Cedar 
polish  in  the  containers  above  named.  On  June  25,  as  a  result  of 
general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Kailroads,  these 
rates  were  increased  to  $4.25  and  $2.S9,  re^ectively.  Effective  De- 
cember 31,  1919,  a  less-than-carload  commodity  rate  of  $2,675  was 
established.  Defendants  ask  approval  of  these  rates  of  $2.59  and 
$2,676.  The  class  rates  in  effect  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  are  those 
which  were  applicable  during  the  greater  part  of  the  reparation 
period  covered  by  the  original  report. 

Complainant  refers  to  the  numerous  articles  mentioned  at  the  pre- 
vious hearing,  including  a  number  of  liquids  rated  first  or  second 
class  in  less  than  carloads,  when  in  glass  or  earthenware,  boxed,  or 
in  metal  cans,  boxed,  to  most  of  which  defendants  have  continued  to 
accord  commodity  rates,  those  rates  being  $2.81,  or  slightly  higher, 
in  less  than  carloads,  and  from  $1.44  to  $1.76  in  carloads,  from  Chi- 
cago to  Pacific  coast  terminals.  These  rates  include  increases  of 
about  15  cents,  carloads,  and  25  cents,  less  than  carloads,  made  effec- 
tive March  15,  1918,  to  remove  fourth  section  violations,  following 
TruTiscontmental  Commodity  Rates,  48  I.  C.  C,  79,  and  the  25  per 
cent  increase  under  general  order  Ko.  28. 

In  our  original  report  we  found  that  the  applicable  rates  on 
O-Cedar  polish  had  been  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  ex- 
ceeded $1.30,  carloads,  and  $2.35,  less  than  carloads.  It  will  be 
observed  that  the  latter  rate  increased  by  25  per  cent  exceeds  the 
less-than-carload  conmiodity  rate  of  $2,675  established  December 
31,  1919. 

Immediately  prior  to  March  15,  1918,  a  rate  of  $1.30  applied  on 
this  commodity  in  carloads  from  the  Missouri  Biver  to  points  inter- 
mediate to  the  Pacific  coast  terminals.  Under  the  differential  ad- 
justment prescribed  by  us  in  fourth  section  order  No.  124,  the  rate 
to  the  same  points  from  Chicago  would  be  $1.45,  or  15  cents  higher 
than  the  Missouri  Biver  rate.  To  the  terminals  this  rate  of  $1.45 
apparently  would  accord  with  the  adjustment  effected  March  15, 
1918,  in  commodity  rates  generally  to  those  terminals.  Increased 
25  per  cent  to  comport  with  general  order  No.  28,  the  rate  would  be 
$1,815. 

Upon  this  record  we  find  that  the  less-than-carload  commodity 
rate  of  $2,675  on  O-Cedar  polish,  plus  the  33^  per  cent  increase 
authorized  in  Increased  Rates,  1920,  68  I.  C.  C,  220,  is  not  unreason- 
able, but  that  the  carload  rate  is,  and  for  the  future  will  be,  imrea- 
sonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeds  or  may  exceed  $1,815,  plus  the 
33i  per  cent  increase  authorized  July  29,  1920. 
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The  third-class  rate  of  $2.46,  carloads,  mmimmn  20,000  pounds, 
und  the  second-class  rate  of  $2.93  in  less  than  carloads,  applied  on 
mops  prior  to  June  25,  1918.  On  that  date  they  were  increased 
under  general  order  Ko.  28  to  $3,065  and  $3.69,  respectively. 

Defendants  urge  that  the  application  of  the  class  rate  on  mops 
in  less  than  carloads  should  he  continued  for  the  reason  that  to 
points  intermediate  to  the  terminals  from  Chicago  there  are  no 
less-than-cartoad  commodity  rates  maintained  on  this  article,  and 
contend  that  in  any  event  the  rate  should  not  be  less  than  the  present 
rate  of  $2.81  on  brooms  in  less  than  carloads.  On  mops  in  carloads 
defendants  suggest  a  rate  of  $2.65,  obtained  by  projecting  the  rate 
of  $2.10  applicable  on  that  commodity  from  Chicago  to  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  The  latter  rate  less  the  increase  under  general  order 
No.  28  Tras  found  justified  in  Class  and  Commodity  Rates  to  Salt 
Lake  City,  32  I.  C.  C,  551. 

In  the  original  report  we  found  that  the  rates  on  mops  had  boon 
unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  $1.50,  minimum  30,000 
pounds,  in  carloads,  and  $2  in  less  than  carloads.  Applying  to  these 
rates  the  increases  of  15  cente,  carloads,  and  of  25  cents,  less  than 
carloads,  which  were  made  by  defendants  in  conmiodity  rates  gener- 
ally to  remove  violations  of  the  fourth  section  following  Transcon- 
tinental  Commodity  Sates,  supra,  and  the  25  per  cent  increase  under 
general  order  No.  38,  the  resulting  rates  are  $2,065,  carloads,  and 
$2,815,  less  than  carloada  These  rates  do  not  compare  unfavorably 
with  the  rates  on  numerous  other  articles  before  referred  to  in  con- 
nection with  the  rates  on  0-Cedar  polish. 

We  Snd  that  the  rates  on  mops  are,  and  for  the  future  will  be, 
unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  $2.10  in  carloads,  and 
$2.81,  less  than  carloads,  plus  the  Z&i  per  cent  increase  authorized 
July  29,  1920. 

HOF   HANDLES. 

In  the  original  report  we  found  that  a  less-than-carload  commodity 
rate  of  $2  on  mop  handles,  established  October  16, 1915,  was  not  un- 
reasonable. On  March  15, 1918,  following  our  decision  in  Tratucot^' 
tinental  ConyrtiodUy  Satss,  supra,  tbia  rate  was  increased  to  ^.14, 
and  on  June  25, 1916,  as  a  result  of  general  order  No.  28,  was  further 
increased  to  $2,675.  This  rate,  as  increased  83i  per  cent,  we  find 
to  be  not  unreasonable. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.  11740. 
TENNESSEE  COPPER  COMPANY 

V. 

DIBECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ALABAMA  &  VICKS- 
BURG  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  July  S,  1V21.    Decided  January  tS,  19tS. 


Charges  for  the  return  tranqmrtatioa  in  taok  cars  of  solphnric-add  eedlmeot 
of  no  commercial  value,  to  CopperblU,  Tenn.,  from  varioos  points^  foond 
nnreaBonable.    Beparation  awarded. 

Arthur  B.  Eayes  for  complainant. 

Renry  ThurteU  for  defendants. 

Rbfobt  of  thb  CoHHisaiON. 
Division  3,  Cohhissionxbs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Br  DiviflioN  3; 

No  exceptions  were  Bled  to  the  report  proposed  bj  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  makes  sulphuric  acid  at  Copperhill, 
Tens.  By  complaint  filed  August  18,  1920,  it  alleges  that  it  was 
unreasonable  to  impose,  during  the  period  from  June  1,  1918,  to 
March  1,  1919,  a  charge  for  the  return  transportation  of  eulphuric- 
acid  sediment  in  tank  cars  to  Copperhill  from  points  of  destination 
of  shipments  of  sulphuric  acid  in  the  states  of  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Missouri,  West  Virginia,  New  York,  Wisconsin,  South  Carolina, 
North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Illinois,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Virginia,  Penn- 
sylvania, New  Jersey,  and  Florida.  We  are  asked  to  award 
reparation. 

Under  the  present  mannfactoring  processes  it  is  impracticable  to 
remove  certain  impurities  in  sulphuric  acid  prior  to  shipment.  They 
accumulate  in  the  bottom  of  the  car  at  the  rate  of  from  200  to  500 
pounds  per  trip  and  are  known  as  acid  sediment  or  sludge.  The  de- 
structive character  of  the  acid  necessitates  prompt  unloading.  This 
is  effected  through  the  top  of  the  car  by  air  pressure.  Only  such 
impurities  as  happen  to  be  in  suspension  in  the  liquid  can  be  re- 
moved in  this  manner.  It  is  impracticable  for  the  remainder  to  be 
removed  by  the  consignee. 

The  usual  method  of  cleaning  cars  at  complainant's  plant  is  by 
flushing  them  with  water,  but  in  some  instances  it  is  necessary  to 
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remove  the  sediment  with  a  shovel.  The  cost  of  cleaning  is  ap- 
proximately $5  per  car.  As  a  mixture  of  water  and  acid  is  very  de- 
structive to  the  lining  of  the  car,  cleaning  and  drying  have  to  be 
done  rapidly.  Frequent  cleaning  shortens  the  life  of  the  car.  Com- 
plainant has  facilities  for  cleaning  nine  cars  per  day,  and  under 
preesure  can  clean  as  many  as  12.  Cleaning  usually  takes  a  car 
out  of  service  24  hours. 

Prior  to  the  war  it  was  not  customary  to  clean  a  car  after  each 
trip,  but  to  wait  until  a  substantial  amount  of  sediment  had  ac- 
cumulated. During  the  war  there  was  demand  for  the  maximum 
production  of  sulphuric  acid  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  explo- 
sives and  cleaning  was  done  even  less  frequently.  The  average 
weight  of  sediment  in  the  cars  returned  during  the  period  covered 
by  the  complainant  was  1,296  pounds.  In  some  cases  the  weight  was 
as  much  as  4,000  or  5,000  pounds  and  in  one  case  approximately  9,000 
pounds.  Complainant's  outbound  shipments  averaged  about  20  cars 
per  day  and  empties  were  returned  to  it  in  numbers  varying  from 
2  to  40  cars  per  day. 

Ko  charge  was  made  on  the  return  movements  of  sediment  until 
June  1,  1918.  On  and  after  that  date  fifth-class  rates,  applicable 
on  less  than  carloads  of  sulphuric  acid,  were  assessed  in  accordance 
with  the  following  provision  published  in  the  southern  classification, 
effective  September  8,  1917: 

On  tbat  portion  ol  a  tank  car  sbtpmeiit  of  sulpbnric  add  or  oti  of  vltrl<4, 
remaining  In  the  took  car  after  partial  unloading  at  the  destination,  and  le- 
turned  In  tbe  original  tank  car  to  the  original  sblppli^  point,  the  L.  C.  L.  rates 
on  ilUpments  In  barrels  will  be  apidled,  based  on  actual  weight,    ■    *    *. 

There  was  no  explanation  of  the  failure  to  apply  this  rule  prior  to 
June  1,  1918.  It  remained  in  effect  until  February  20,  1919,  when 
the  following  rule  was  published : 

On  that  portion  of  a  tank  car  sblpment  of  Bulpburic  add  or  oil  of  vitriol, 
remaining  in  tbe  tank  car  after  partial  unloading  at  destination,  and  returned 
In  the  origiaal  tank  car  to  tbe  original  shipping  point,  th«  L.  0.  L.  rates  on 
eblpnienta  In  barrels  will  be  applied,  based  on  actual  weight,  •  •  •  except 
tbat  if  the  remaining  snbstance  is  without  commercial  value  and  there  Is  no 
recover?,  nor  commercial  consideration  given  to  the  substance  by  tbe  shipper 
or  consignee,  the  weight  thereof  need  not  be  declared,  and  no  charge  shall  be 
made  therefor. 

A  somewhat  similar  provision  was  published  in  consolidated  classi- 
fication Ko.  1  and  is  now  in  effect. 

The  fifth-class  rates  on  returned  acid  sediment  were  much  higher 
than  the  outbound  carload  commodity  rates  on  sulphuric  acid.  For 
example,  the  rate  on  acid  from  Copperhill  to  Atlanta,  effective  June 
25,  1918,  was  $1.90  per  ton,  equivalent  to  9.6  cents  per  100  pounds; 
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that  on  returned  acid  sediment  was  45  cents  per  100  pounds.  Otlier 
illustratiTe  rates  are  as  follows :  To  Montgomerr,  Ala.,  $2.50  per  ton 
on  sulphuric  acid  as  against  69  cents  per  100  pounds  on  sedimest; 
to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  $2.50  as  against  70  cents;  to  Savannah,  G«., 
$4.10  as  against  94  cents ;  and  to  Richmond,  Va.,  $5  as  against  92.5 
cents. 

In  New  Jersey  Zinc  Go.  v.  Director  Gejierdl,  61  I.  C.  C,  432,  we 
prescribed  the  following  nde ; 

It  taok  care  are  not  completely  nnloaded  at  desUnatloii,  and  tbe  remalDder 
of  tbe  lading  Is  returned  In  the  same  car  to  tbe  original  sbipplng  point,  tbe 
weight  thereof  must  be  declared  bj  th«  receiver,  and  the  rating  appltcabte  on 
the  same  article  In  less-thaH-carload  quantities  In  bulk  in  barrels  ahaJl  applj, 
tlie  charge  not  to  exceed  the  charge  for  a  carload  of  the  same  frelgbt  In  tank 
cars;  except  that  If  no  comroercial  consideration  Is  given  to  the  remaining  sub- 
stance, by  means  of  a  credit  allowance  or  otherwise,  or  the  substance  Is  re- 
moved from  the  car  and  discharged  aa  waste  before  a  subsequoit  sbipment  la 
made  therein,  the  weight  thereof  need  not  be  declared,  and  no  charge  shall  be 
made  therefor. 

No  commercial  consideration  was  given  to  the  sediment  upon  which 
reparation  is  asked.  Complainant  sold  the  acid  f.  o.  b.  Copperhill, 
received  payment  only  for  the  weight  of  the  acid  unloaded  at  desti- 
nation, and  paid  and  bore  both  the  freight  charges  on  the  weight  of 
tbe  sediment  outbound  and  the  freight  charges  assailed. 

We  find  that  the  imposition  of  charges  for  the  return  transporta- 
tion of  the  acid  sediment  in  complainant's  shipments  was  unjust  and 
unreasonable;  that  complainant  paid  and  bore  the  charges  so  uniea- 
sonably  imposed;  that  it  has  been  damaged  thereby  in  the  full 
amount  of  such  charges;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation  in  that 
amount.  Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Eules  of 
Practice. 
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SXCELSIOB.  SHOOK  ft  LUMBEB  CO.  V,   S.  A.  L.   BY.  CO. 


No.  12021. 

EXCELSIOK  SHOOK  &  LUMBER  COMPANY, 

INCORPORATED, 

V. 

SEABOARD  AIR  LINE  RAILWAY  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


Su^mitte4  May  £5,  19Z1.    Decided  January  tS,  13ii. 


Demarrage  charges  on  sblpmentA  of  lamber  from  Lovelace,  Oa.,  consigned  to 
complainant  at  Norfolk,  Va.,  "  Belt  Line  delivery,"  and  held  by  Une-baul 
carrier  for  payment  of  freight  chargeB  and  disposition  orders  twtore  turn- 
ing over  to  switching  line,  found  unlawful  in  part    R^aratlon  awarded. 

Robert  D.  Burbank  for  complainant. 

Frank  W.  Gwaikmey  for  Seaboard  Air  Line  Railway  Company, 
Georgia  Railroad,  and  Washington  &  Lincolnton  Railroad  Company. 

Rbpobt  op  the  Commission. 
Division  3,  Comhissionebs  Haix,  Eastman,  and  Campbeix. 
By  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  the  Seaboard  Air  Line  to  the  report  pro- 
posed by  the  examiner. 

Complainant  is  a  corporation  engaged  in  buying  and  selling  lum- 
ber, with  offices  at  New  York  City.  By  complaint  filed  December 
9,  1920,  it  alleges  that  the  demurrage  charges  collected  on  three  car- 
loads of  lumber  shipped  from  Lovelace,  Ga.,  to  it  at  Norfolk,  Va,, 
were  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  illegal,  in  violation  of  sections  1 
and  6  of  the  interstate  commerce  act.  We  are  asked  to  award 
reparation. 

The  shipments  were  consigned  on  straight  bills  of  lading  to  com- 
plainant at  Norfolk  and  routed  "  cheapest  for  Belt  Line  delivery." 
They  moved  via  the  Washington  &  Lincolnton  to  Washington,  Ga., 
the  Elberton  St  Eastern  to  Elberton,  Ga.,  and  the  Seaboard  Air  Line, 
hei^inafter  called  defendant,  to  Portsmouth,  Va.,  where  they  ai^ 
rived,  two  on  August  9  and  one  on  August  12,  1920.  Defendant, 
instead  of  turning  the  cars  over  to  the  Norfolk  &  Portsmouth  Belt 
Line,  a  carrier  performing  switching  service  at  Portsmouth  and 
Norfolk,  hereinafter  called  the  Belt  Line,  held  them  on  its  rails  at 
Portsmouth  for  payment  of  transportation  charges  and  for  disposi- 
tion orders  and  mailed  notices  of  arrival  to  complainant  at  Norfolk. 
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As  complainant  had  no  offices  at  that  point,  these  notices  were  never 
received  by  it.  Having  finally  ascertained  the  correct  address,  de- 
fendant, on  August  23,  1920,  communicated  with  complainant  and 
promptly  received  instructions  to  deliver  the  cars  to  the  American 
Box  &  Lumber  Company,  a  concern  located  on  the  Belt  Line  in 
Norfolk,  which  delivery  was  effected  after  the  payment  of  trans- 
portation, reconsignment,  demurrage,  and  penalty  charges.  On  the 
two  cars  which  arrived  August  9  there  appears  to  be  a  demurrage 
overcharge  of  $5  each. 

A  joint  rat«  applied  from  point  of  origin  to  Norfolk,  defendant's 
tariffs  providing  for  the  absorption  of  $8  of  the  Belt  Line's  switch- 
ing charge  of  $4. 

The  questions  first  to  be  considered  are  (1)  whether  complainant 
gave  the  Belt  Line  disposition  orders  covering  the  cars;  and  (2) 
whether  defendant  made  inquiry  of  the  Belt  Line  respecting  the 
receipt  of  such  disposition  orders. 

With  respect  to  the  first  question,  we  have  of  record  the  carbon 
copies  of  letters  dated  August  6  and  16,  addressed  by  complainant 
to  "Agent,  Belt  Line  Railroad,  Norfolk,  Va.,"  in  which  instructions 
were  given  to  turn  the  cars  over  on  arrival  to  the  American  Box  & 
Lumber  Company  of  that  city.  These  carbon  copies  were  found  in 
complainant's  files  by  its  secretary,  and  were  written  by  the  vice 
president  during  the  secretary's  absence.  The  vice  president  died 
prior  to  the  hearing.  There  are  also  of  record  similar  carbon  copies 
addressed  to  the  Atlantic  Coast  Line,  the  Norfolk  Southern,  and  the 
Southern,  and  in  a  letter  from  defendant  to  complainant  dated 
August  SO,  1920,  mention  is  made  of  the  receipt  by  the  Southern  of 
two  of  the  letters  addressed  to  it.  These  carbons  constituted  records 
made  in  the  regular  course  of  business,  and  substantiated  as  they  are 
by  the  witness'  recollection  of  conversations  with  the  writer,  they 
are  properly  before  us,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Belt  Line 
disclaims  having  received  the  originals,  they  constitute  the  best  evi-  ■ 
dence  on  this  point  available  to  complainant. 

The  testimony  introduced  to  show  that  the  Belt  Line  had  never 
received  these  instructions  consisted  of  copies  of  letters  written  by 
the  Belt  Line  to  defendant  under  dates  of  December  31,  1920,  and 
January  14,  1921,  introduced  by  a  witness  for  the  latter,  in  which  it 
is  stated,  "  we  have  no  record  of  receiving  any  information  from  the 
Excelsior  Shook  and  Lumber  Company,  but  had  letter  been  received 
we  would  have  advised  them  that  it  would  be  necessary  for  them  to 
notify  the  agent  of  the  road  over  which  these  cars  would  arrive  at 
Norfolk,  as  they  would  hold  cars  for  orders  and  payment  of  all 
charges."  It  should  be  observed  that  these  letters  were  written 
five  months  after  the  arrival  of  the  care,  in  fact  after  the  filing  of 
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the  complaint,  that  they  are  copies,  and  that  the;  were  introduced 
by  the  recipient.  The  weight  to  be  given  them  is  further  impaired 
by  the  fact  that  in  the  letter  of  January  14  it  is  stated,  "  We  have 
never  received  notice  from  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
about  complaint,"  although  our  records  contain  an  acknowledge 
ment  by  the  Belt  Line's  agent  at  Washington,  D.  C,  of  the  receipt 
of  a  copy  of  the  complaint  under  date  of  December  34,  1920,  or  21 
days  preTiouB. 

In  reply  to  the  question  whether  defendant  made  inquiry  of  the 
Belt  Line  respecting  diq>osition  orders,  we  likewise  have  a  copy  of 
a  letter  dated  January  8,  1921,  written  by  the  forwarding  agent  of 
defendant  to  its  general  freight  agent,  stating,  "  We  also  handled 
with  the  Belt  Line  at  the  time  by  phone  and  they  advised  that  they 
did  not  receive  any  such  instructions  from  consignees  at  New  York, 
and  had  they  received  same  they  would  have  returned  same,  as  they 
do  not  handle  such  cases."  It  is  to  be  noted  that  this  letter  was 
written  after  the  service  of  the  complaint  herein  in  reply  to  an  in< 
quiry  addressed  to  the  writer  and  five  months  after  the  arrival  of  the 
shipments. 

Aside  from  the  question  of  notice  to  the  Belt  Line,  complainant 
contends  that  in  any  event  the  cars  had  not  reached  destination  and 
that  demurrage  charges  were,  therefore,  not  properly  assessable. 
The  bills  of  lading,  as  stated,  called  for  Belt  Line  d^very  to  com- 
plainant at  Norfolk ;  the  cars  were  held  by  defendant  at  Portsmouth 
and  it  justifies  this  action  on  the  ground  that  it  is  the  practice  of  the 
line-hatd  carriers  at  this  point  to  hold  shipments  in  their  terminal 
yards  awaiting  disposition  orders  and  not  to  deliver  to  the  Belt 
Line  even  when  so  consigned.  Complainant's  contention  finds  sup- 
port in  Elm  City  Lumber  Co.  v.  S.  A.  L.  Ry.  Co.,  64  I.  C.  C.  660,  in 
which  case  the  bill  of  lading  called  for  "A.  C.  L.  delivery  "  at  Peters- 
burg, Va.,  and  where  we  said: 

Tbe  rate  applicable  to  tlw  ■hlpmentB  Included  delivery  on  Qie  trachg  of  tbe 
CoaBt  Line  at  Petersburg.  In  Mveral  almllar  oues  we  have  condetnned  the 
aaeessment  ot  demurraEe  diargea  on  ablpments  withheld  from  the  carrier 
named  In  the  bill  of  lading  as  the  deUverlnc  line. 

Furthermore,  the  tariffs  are  silent  with  respect  to  such  detention,  and 
no  rule  is  published  requiring  payment  of  the  transportation  charges 
prior  to  delivery  to  the  Belt  Line.  Shippers  are  therefore  not  on 
notice  of  any  such  practice  or  requirement.  In  such  a  case  as  the 
one  before  us  the  shipper  does  all  that  he  is  required  to  do  when 
he  notifies  tbe  delivering  line  as  shown  on  the  billing,  in  this  case 
the  Belt  Line,  of  such  disposition  of  the  cars  as  is  desired,  and  to 
^cape  responsibility  for  failure  to  effect  the  delivery  caUed  for, 
the  line-haul  carrier,  the  defendant  in  tiiis  proceeding,  must  clearly 
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and  unequivocally  show  that  the  switching  line  had  knowledge  of 
the  arrival  of  the  cars  and  that  they  were  being  held  for  its  account 
IglehaH  v.  Pennsylvania  Co.,  Docket  No.  5266,  unreported ;  SckuK- 
Mason  Luniber  Co.  v.  M.  di  0.  R.  R.  Co.,  46  I.  C.  C,  365,  867. 

In  Butterfield  Co.  v.  N.  0.  (&  N.  E.  R.  R.  Co.,  55  I.  C.  C,  741,  t 
carload  of  lumber  was  consigned  to  the  complainant  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  care  of  Missouri  Pacific  without  intermediate  routing.  The 
car  arrived  at  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  via  the  Mobile  &  Ohio,  and  that 
carrier  held  it  at  that  point,  notifying  the  Missouri  Pacific,  after 
some  time  had  elapsed,  of  its  arrival.  The  latter  line,  however, 
refused  to  accept  the  car  until  all  charges  had  been  paid.    We  said: 

The  shipment  was  billed  through  fi'om  point  of  origin  to  the  Misaotirl  Pariflc 
trades.  The  carriers  to  St.  Louis  contnicted  to  make  the  delivery  specified  in 
the  bill  of  lading,  and  the  assessment  of  ilemurrage  charges  at  a  point  inter- 
mediate to  the  delivery  point  was  uganthorlzed  and  nnlawfuL 

In  Eate  Co.  v.  A.  C.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  84 1.  C.  C,  469,  a  carload  of  lum- 
ber was  shipped  from  Lamar,  S.  C,  over  the  Atlantic  Coast  Line, 
consigned  to  Charles  Este  Company,  Portsmouth,  Va.,  "  Del.  TJ,  S. 
Navy  Yard."  The  Coast  Line  does  not  reach  Portsmouth,  its  raila 
terminating  at  Ftnners  Point,  Yo.,  where  traffic  for  delivery  at 
Portsmouth  is  delivered  to  the  Seaboard  Air  Line.  The  agent  of 
the  Seaboard  at  Portsmouth  had  been  furnished  an  order  to  deliver 
the  car  upon  arrival  to  the  general  storekeeper  of  the  Norfolk  navy 
yard.  The  Coast  Line  held  the  shipment  and  refused  to  deliver  the 
car  to  the  Seaboard  until  all  freight  and  demurrage  charges  were 
paid.  Neither  the  Coast  Line  tariffs  nor  those  of  the  Seaboard 
appear  to  have  provided  for  the  payment  of  freight  charges  as  a 
prerequisite  to  the  release  of  cars  to  the  switching  line.  "We  said 
"  The  Coast  Line  contracted  to  carry  the  shipment  to  Portsmouth 
and  may  not  at  will  say  as  to  this  shipment '  we  must  be  paid  before 
we  will  surrender  to  the  Seaboard.' "  Of  similar  import  are  Na- 
tional Clay  Works  v.  M.  t&  St.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  88  I.  C.  C,  353;  Ad- 
vance Lumber  Co.  v.  A.,  B.  <&  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  40  I.  C.  C,  82;  Alex- 
ander Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  P.  M.  R.  R.  Co.,  47  I.  C.  C,  69;  Trexler 
Lumber  Co.  v.  N.  O.  &  N.  E.  R.  R.,  49  I.  C.  C,  121;  and  Texas  Co. 
V.  Director  General,  57  I.  C.  C,  48. 

Defendant  relies  upon  Ramaey-W heeler  Co.  v.  Seaboard  Air  Line, 
Docket  No.  6693,  unreported.  In  that  case  a  carload  of  lumber 
was  shipped  from  Fort  McCoy,  Fla.,  to  Columbus,  Ga.,  consigned 
to  the  complainant  and  routed  "  Southern  Railway  delivery."  Com- 
plainant had  no  office  at  Columbus,  and  alleged  in  its  complaint 
that  it  notified  the  agent  of  the  Southern  at  Columbus  to  deliver 
the  shipment  to  the  Muscogee  Lumber  Company.  The  shipment 
arrived  at  Columbus  over  the  Seaboard  Air  Line  and  was  held  by 
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th&t  line  for  pajment  of  the  freight  charges  before  delivering  to  the 
Southern,  in  accordance  with  a  tariff  rale  so  authorizing.  The  Sea- 
board promptly  notified  the  complainant  of  the  arrival  of  the  ehip- 
ments.  The  complainant  made  no  appearance  at  the  hearing,  and 
upon  these  facts  we  held  that  the  demurrage  charges  accrued  through 
no  fault  of  the  defendant  and  that  the;  were  lawfully  assessed. 
Defendant  also  cites  Heyier  Lumber  Co.  v.  K.  <&  W.  V.  R.  R.  Co.^ 
S7  I.  C.  C,  609.  In  this  case  a  carload  of  lumber  was  shipped 
from  Quicky,  W.  Va.,  to  Detroit,  Mich.,  consigned  to  complain- 
ant and  routed  "Transit  Ky."  The  shipment  arrived  Decem- 
ber 28  over  the  Pere  Marquette.  The  name  Transit  Railway  is 
sometimes  applied  to  a  switching  line  the  correct  name  of  which  is 
Detroit  Manufacturers  Railroad.  Complainant  had  no  office  in  De- 
troit, but  its  address  was  ascertained  and  a  notice  mailed  to  it 
January  3.  Ko  disposition  orders  were  received,  and  the  Pere 
Marquette  finally  ascertained  from  an  intermediate  carrier  that  the 
shipment  was  intended  for  the  Yeomans-Diver  Company  at  Detroit 
and  made  delivery  to  that  company.  Complainant  introduced  in 
evidence  a  carbon  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  to  "Agent,  Transit 
Railway  Company,  Detroit,  Mich.,"  directing  delivei^  to  the  Yeo- 
mans-Diver Compaigr,  and  also  a  carbon  copy  of  a  letter  acknowl- 
edging receipt  of  the  earner's  notice  of  arrival,  in  which  the  same 
delivery  was  directed.  Receipt  of  these  letters  was  denied  by  boUi 
the  Pere  Marquette  and  the  Manufacturers  Railroad.  No  one  with 
personal  knowledge  of  complainant's  correspondence  appearing  at 
the  hearing,  we  held  that  the  evidence  did  not  warrant  a  presumption 
that  such  letters  were  received  by  the  .defendants,  and  that  the  de- 
murrage charges  which  were  assessed  lawfully  accmed. 

In  neither  of  these  cases  did  it  appear  that  the  shipments  moved 
under  a  joint  rate,  nor  did  the  cases  turn  upon  the  question  of  the 
fulfillment  of  tiie  contract  of  carriage  as  contained  in  the  bill  of 
lading.  Furthermore,  in  the  Ramaey-^heeter  Caee  the  published 
tariff  provided  for  the  collection  of  the  charges  before  delivery  to 
the  switching  line.  The  letters  which  were  introduced  in  the  instant 
case  to  show  notice  to  the  Belt  Line  were  supported  by  evidence  of 
a  conversation  with  the  writer,  since  deceased,  and  by  the  fact  that 
certain  of  tlie  letters  were  received  by  the  Southern. 

On  Uie  record  before  us  we  find  that  disposition  orders  were  in 
the  hands  of  the  Belt  Line ;  that  inquiry  was  not  made  by  defendant 
of  the  Belt  Line  respecting  disposition  orders,  nor  were  the  cars 
delivered  to  that  carrier.  We  therefore  find  that  the  demurrage 
charges,  except  as  hereinafter  shown,  were  unlawfully  collected. 

As  stated,  one  car  arrived  on  August  12,  and  the  tetter  directing 
disposition  of  this  car  is  dated  August  16,  presumably  being  received 
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by  the  Belt  Line  on  August  17.  The  notice  of  arrival  was  mailed  on 
August  13.  Therefore,  under  the  published  tariff,  and  inasmuch  as 
no  disposition  orders  were  in  the  hands  of  the  Belt  Line,  donarrage 
charges  of  $1  properly  accrued  on  this  car  for  August  15  and  16. 
The  record  shows  that  a  reconsigniog  charge  of  $5  per  car  was 
assessed  and  collected;  but  the  governing  tariff  provided  that  "A 
single  change  in  the  name  of  the  consignee  •  •  •  ^m  be  allowed 
without  charge  if  order  is  received  in  time  to  permit  instructions  to 
be  given  yard  employees  prior  to  arrival  of  car  at  destination 
•  *  *."  Inasmuch  as  we  hold  that  the  reconsignment  or  disposi- 
tion orders  were  in  the  hands  of  the  Belt  Line  prior  to  the  arrival 
of  two  of  the  cars,  it  necessarily  follows  that  the  reconsignment 
charge  on  these  two  cars  was  unlawfully  coUected  and  should  be 
refunded. 

We  further  find  that  the  shipments  were  made  as  described  and 
that  the  unlawful  charges  were  paid  and  borne  by  complainant; 
that  the  complainant  has  been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  such 
charges,  and  is  entitled  to  reparation  from  the  Seaboard  Air  Line 
Itailway  Company  in  the  sum  of  $356,  with  interest,  which  amount 
includes  the  demurrage  and  reconsignment  overcharges  hereinbefore 
referred  to.    An  order  awarding  reparation  wiU  be  entered. 

Hall,  ComTnisaioner,  dissenting: 

It  is  the  practice  of  the  Seaboard  and  other  lines  which  reach 
Norfolk  over  the  Belt  from  Portsmouth  to  hold  for  orders  at  Ports- 
mouth cars  consigned  to  Norfolk.  That  practice  was  followed  in 
this  case.  We  have  heretofore  found  that  the  Belt  is  the  terminal 
of  the  Seaboaxd  and  of  the  other  carriers  entering  Norfolk  and 
Portsmouth,  and  that  the  Seaboard  and  the  Belt  are  in  effect  one 
line.    The  cars  were  not  held  short  of  destination. 

It  is  not  shown  that  either  the  Seaboard  or  the  Belt  received 
delivery  instructions  until  August  34,  when  the  Seaboard  turned  the 
cars  over  to  the  Belt.  The  demurrage  had  then  accrued.  Introduc- 
tion of  carbon  copies  of  letters  found  in  complainant's  files  raises  no 
presumption  that  the  originals  were  deposited  in  the  mail  properly 
addressed  and  postage  prepaid.  Receipt  by  the  Southern  of  the 
orig^als  of  some  of  these  carbons  raises  no  presumption  that  the 
originals  of  others  were  received  by  the  Belt.  The  carbons  of  the 
letters  to  the  Belt  were  improperly  addressed.  The  conversation  had 
with  the  writer,  since  deceased,  some  time  after  the  letters  purport 
to  have  been  written,  is  hearsay  developed  on  cross-examination  of 
complainant's  witness  as  to  the  basis  of  certain  assumptions  indulged 
in  by  him.  Upon  this  record  the  demurrage  and  penalty  charges 
collected  were  not  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  complaint  should  be  dismissed. 
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Rstes  cbftrged  on  printing  paper,  In  carloads,  from  Hamilton,  Ohio,  to  Moblls, 
Ala^  for  ezitort,  found  not  unreasonable  or  unduly  prejudicial.  Refund  of 
OTercbarge  directed.    Complaint  dlamlssed. 

F.  D.  SeUey  for  compIaiuBJit. 

Royal  McKemia  and  Fred  W.  Had  for  Director  Gener&l,  as  Agent. 

fferbert  S,  Harr  for  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Company. 
Report  of  the  Cohhission, 
Division  3,  Couuissionebs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Caupbsll. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  dealing  in  printing  paper  at  Cincin- 
nati, Ohio,  alleges  that  the  rate  charged  on  12  carloads  of  printing 
paper  shipped  from  Hamilton,  Ohio,  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  for  export,  be- 
tween January  28  and  February  20,  1920,  was  unreasonable  and  un- 
duly prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  31  cents.  The  prayer 
is  for  reparation  only.    Rates  are  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipments  moved  from  Hamilton  to  Cincinnati  over  the  Bal- 
timore &  Ohio.  Ten  moved  thence  over  the  Louisville  &  Nashville 
and  one  over  the  Cincinnati,  New  Orleans  &  Texas  Pacific,  and 
Southern.  The  routing  of  the  other  shipment  is  not  definitely  shown. 
The  joint  fifth-class  rate  of  39  cents,  governed  by  the  official  classifi- 
cation, was  assessed. 

Prior  to  December  81,  1919,  the  joint  sixth-class  rate,  governed 
by  the  southern  classification,  of  49  cents,  was  applicable  over  the 
Louisville  &  Nashville  on  printing  paper,  in  carloads,  hoth  export 
and  domestic.  A  combination  rate  of  32  cents  was  contemporaneously 
in  effect,  composed  of  a  local  rate  of  9  cents  from  Hamilton  to  Cin- 
cinnati and  a  proportional  rate  of  23  cents  beyond.  This  proportional 
applied  over  the  Southern  but  not  over  the  Iiouisrille  &  Nashville. 
Under  exceptions  to  the  official  classification,  to  which  both  com- 
ponents were  subject,  printing  paper  in  carloads  was  rated  sixth 
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class.  On  December  SI,  191d,  specific  joint  export  class  rates  were 
published  from  points  north  of  the  Ohio  River  to  Mobile  over  the 
routes  of  movement.  These  rates  were  governed  by  the  official 
classification,  which  rated  printing  paper  fifth  class,  and  were  not 
made  subject  to  the  exceptions  authorizing  the  sixth-class  rating 
until  February  5,  1920,  when  the  joint  sixth-class  rate  of  32.5  cents 
became  applicable  on  printing  paper  for  export  from  Hamilton  to 
Mobile.  Accordingly,  five  of  the  shipments,  which  moved  after  that 
date,  were  overcharged. 

Complainant  relies  largely  upon  the  fact  that  sixth-class  rates  of 
31.5  and  32.5  cents  were  contemporaneously  applicable  on  printing 
paper  from  Hamilton  to  Norfolk,  Va.,  and  New  York,  N.  Y.,  approx- 
imately 700  and  751  miles,  respectively.  These  rates  applied  on 
both  domestic  and  export  traffic.  The  short-line  distance  from  Ham- 
ilton to  Mobile  is  approximately  810  miles.  Not  only  is  the  distance 
to  Mobile  greater,  but  the  transportation  from  Hamilton  to  that  port 
is  mainly  through  territory  of  lower  traffic  density  than  the  territory 
north  of  the  Ohio  Biver  and  rates  are  on  a  higher  level.  Com- 
plainant made  some  general  references  to  the  relative  costs  of  con- 
struction and  operation  in  central  and  southeastern  territories,  but 
these  were  not  supported  by  any  statistical  or  other  data. 

The  fifth-class  rate  of  39  cents  in  effect  between  December  31, 1919, 
and  February  5,  1920,  yielded  29.1  cents  per  c*ar-mile  based  on  the 
average  loading  of  60,358  pounds.  As  evidence  that  this  rate  w«s 
not  unreasonable  defendants  compare  it  with  many  rates  on  the  same 
commodity  from  Hamilton  and  points  in  Wisconsin  and  Michigan 
to  southern  territory  for  like  and  shorter  distances.  Typical  illustra- 
tions are  rates  of  37.5  cents  from  Hamilton  to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  5S0 
miles;  53  cents  from  Hamilton  to  Birmingham,  Ala.,  507  miles;  and 
79.5  cents  from  Fox  River,  Wis.,  to  Montgomery,  Ala.,  815  miles. 
The  subsequent  reduction  to  32.5  cents  was  for  the  purpose  of  estab- 
lishing export  rates  from  Hamilton  to  Mobile  to  accord  with  the 
combinations  applicable  in  connection  with  the  Southern  Railway, 
which  in  turn  had  been  made  to  approximate  the  rates  applicable 
on  export  traffic  from  points  north  of  the  Ohio  River  to  New  York. 

We  find  that  the  rate  assessed  prior  to  February  5,  1920,  was  not 
unreasonable  or  unduly  prejudicial,  but  that  the  shipments  which 
moved  on  and  after  that  date  were  overcharged  6.5  cents  per  100 
pounds.    Defendants  should  make  prompt  refund  of  the  overcharges. 

The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  11081. 
ROUNDUP  COAL  MINING  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  BIG  FORK  &  INTER. 
NATIONAL  FALLS  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bubmttted  February  16,  19tl.    Decided  January  27,  19Z2. 


Rates  on  coal,  In  carloada,  from  Roundup  and  Geneva,  MonL,  to  destinations 
on  the  Chicago  &  North  Western;  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Mlsneapolia  & 
Omaba ;  and  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  railroads  tn  North  Dakota  and 
Sontli  Dalcota  found  to  be  unreasona'ble  and  unduly  prejudicial.  Rea- 
sonable and  nonprejudicial  rates  prescribed. 

Edgar  M.  Moramasi,  jr.,  Amos  Thoma»t  and  S.  O.  Deniaon  for 
complainant. 

J.  A.  Davis  for  defendants, 

D.  L.  Kelley  and  Oliver  E.  Sweet  for  Board  of  Railroad  Conunis- 
ffioners  of  South  Dakota;  V.  E.  Smart,  0.  F.  Dupuis,  and  Frank 
MUhoUan  for  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  North  Dakota ; 
Frank  Lyon  for  Northwestern  Coal  Dock  Operators  Association; 
B.  W.  Ropieguet  and  F.  H.  Harwood  for  Illinois  Coal  Traffic 
Bureau;  and  George  Heaps  for  Iowa  Coal  Operators  Association, 
interreners. 

RePOBT   op  TBX    CoUHtBSIOH. 

Division  2,  Cohuissioners  McChobo,  Daniels,  and  Esch. 
McChord,  Chairman: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner,  and  oral  argument  was  had  thereon. 

The  Roundup  Coal  Mining  Company,  complainant  herein,  oper- 
ates coal  mines  at  or  near  Roundup  and  Geneva,  Mont.,  on  the  Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway,  hereinafter  called  the  Milwau- 
kee. By  complaint,  filed  December  15,  1919,  aa  amended,  it  alleges 
that  the  joint  rates  maintained  by  defendants  on  coal  in  carloads 
from  those  stations  to  destinations  in  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
and  Minnesota  on  the  Chicago  &  North  Western  Railway,  hereinafter 
called  the  North  Western;  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  & 
Omaha  Railway;  and  the  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  Railroad  are  un- 
just, unreasonable,  and  excessive,  and  subject  it  to  undue  prejudice 
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and  disadvantage  to  the  preference  and  advantage  of  competitors 
shipping  coal  to  the  same  points  from  Lake  Superior  ports  and  from 
mines  in  Illinois.  The  establishment  of  reasonable  and  nonprejudi- 
cial rates  is  asked.  An  allegation  of  undue  prejudice  caused  by  cer- 
tain rates  on  lignite  coal  from  mines  in  North  Dakota  to  stations  in 
South  Dakota  and  Minnesota  was  irithdrawn  at  the  hearing.  The 
Board  of  Kailroad  Commissioners  of  South  Dakota  and  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  North  Dakota  intervened  in  support 
of  the  complaint  as  amended.  The  Illinois  Coal  Traffic  Bureau  also 
intervened  in  the  interest  of  preserving  the  relationship  between  the 
rates  from  the  Illinois  coal  fields  and  the  lake  ports  into  this  terri- 
tory. It  is  not  particularly  interested  in  the  rates  from  Koundup. 
Petitions  in  intervention  were  also  filed  by  organizations  represent- 
ing coal  producers  in  other  states.  Rates  herein  are  stated  in  amounts 
per  net  ton  and  do  not  include  the  increase  authorized  in  Increased 
Rates,  19W,  58  I.  C.  C,  220. 

The  main  transcontinental  line  of  the  Milwaukee  extends  east- 
wardly  through  Roundup  and  Geneva  across  the  state  of  South 
Dakota  from  Lemmon,  on  the  border  of  Xorth  Dakota,  through  Mo- 
bridge,  on  the  Missouri  River,  to  and  through  Big  Stone  City,  on  the 
South  Dakota-Minnesota  state  line.  Branch  lines  extend  from  Lin- 
ton, N.  Dak.,  to  Orient,  S.  Dak.,  crossing  the  main  line  at  BosQoe,  42 
miles  west  of  Aberdeen,  and  from  Aberdeen  north  to  Edgeley,  N.  Dak., 
and  south  through  Mellette,  a  junction  with  the  Minneapolis  &  St. 
Louis,  Redfield,  a  junction  with  the  North  Western  to  and  through 
Mitchell  and  Yankton.  Another  branch  extends  north  from  And- 
over,  29  miles  east  of  Aberdeen,  to  Harlem,  N.  Dak.,  and  south  to 
and  through  Sioux  Falls.  There  are  also  other  branch  lines  which 
need  not  be  described.  The  North  Western  serves  substantially  the 
same  general  territory.  One  line  extends  eastwardly  across  the  state 
through  Rapid  City  and  Pierre,  crossing  the  Milwaukee  at  Wolsey 
and  Lake  Preston ;  another  extends  from  Blunt,  near  Pierre,  through 
Gettysburg,  Redfield,  Elrod,  and  Watertown;  and  a  third  from 
Oakes,  N.  Dak.,  south  through  Aberdeen  to  James  Valley  Junction, 
paralleling  the  Milwaukee.  The  destination  territory  on  the  North 
Western  comprises  all  points  reached  by  that  carrier  in  South  Dakota 
east  of  the  Missouri  River.  The  line  of  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minne- 
apolis &  Omaha,  hereinafter  called  the  Omaha,  involved  in  this  pro- 
ceeding, is  that  running  from  Sioux  Falls  to  Mitchell.  The  Minne- 
apolis &  St.  Louis  in  South  Dakota  extends  from  Revillo,  on  the 
eastern  border  of  the  state,  through  Watertown  and  Melette  to  Le 
Beau,  with  a  branch  from  Conde  through  Aberdeen  to  Leola.  No 
complaint  is  made  of  the  rates  from  Roundup  and  Geneva  to  points 
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served  by  the  Milwaukee  but  complainant  asks  that  rates  on  the  same 
general  level  be  established  to  points  on  the  North  Western  east  of 
the  Missouri  River,  on  the  Minneapolis  &  St,  Louis  west  of  Water- 
town,  and  on  the  Omaha  between  Mitchell  and  Sioux  Falls. 

No  bituminous  coal  is  mined  in  the  state  of  South  Dakota  and 
consumers  therein  are  dependent  upon  extei-nal  sources  for  their 
fuel  requirements.  The  nearest  mines  are  those  at  Roundup  and 
Geneva  on  the  Milwaukee,  Sheridan  and  Dietz,  Wyo.,  on  the  Chi- 
cago, Burlington  &  Quincy,  hereinafter  called  the  Burlington,  and 
Hudson,  Wyo.,  on  the  North  Western.  Apparently  little  coal  moves 
from  the  Sheridan  or  Hudson  fields  into  eastern  South  Dakota  but 
there  is  a  Bubstantial  movement  from  Roundup  and  Geneva  to 
points  served  by  the  Milwaukee.  Owing,  however,  to  the  materially 
higher  level  of  the  joint  rates  from  the  Roundup  district  to  North 
Western,  Omaha,  and  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  points,  consumers  on 
those  lines  obtain  their  coal  from  the  Lftke  Superior  ports  and  from 
Dlinois. 

The  consuming  territory  on  the  Milwaukee  is  divided,  roughly, 
into  three  rate  groups.  The  first  group,  to  which  the  rate  from 
Roundup  and  Geneva,  30  miles  east  of  Roundup,  is  $3.30,  extends 
from  Lemmon  as  far  east  as  Aberdeen  and  includes  points  on  the 
branches  from  Linton  to  Orient  and  north  of  Aberdeen  to  Edgeley. 
The  distance  from  Roundup  to  Lemmon  is  363  miles  and  to  Aber- 
deen 560  miles.  The  next  group,  to  which  the  rate  is  $3.70,  includes 
points  east  of  Aberdeen  to  and  including  Big  Stone  City,  the  last 
station  in  South  Dakota,  666  miles  from  Roujidup,  and  south  of 
Aberdeen  as  far  as  Wolsey  and  Ramona,  634  and  690  miles,  respec- 
tively, from  Roundup.  To  points  south  of  Wolsey  and  Ramona,  in- 
cluding Madison,  Mitchell,  Sioux  Falls,  and  Yankton,  the  rate  is 
$3.90.  The  distance  from  Roundup  to  Sioux  Falls  is  742  miles  and  to 
Yankton  765  miles.  In  establishing  these  rates  the  Milwaukee  used 
as  a  basis  the  rates  maintained  by  the  Burlington  from  the  Sheridan 
district  to  points  on  that  line  in  Nebraska,  the  purpose  being  to 
afford  the  Roundup  producer  rates  to  points  on  the  Milwaukee  equal 
for  corresponding  distances  to  those  from  Sheridan  to  stations  in 
Nebraska  and  Iowa. 

The  rates  and  earnings  on  bituminous  coal  from  Roundup  to  a  few 
representative  points  in  South  Dakota  on  the  North  Western  and 
Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  are  compared  in  the  following  table,  com- 
piled from  exhibits  filed  in  the  record,  with  rates  from  Roundup 
and  Sheridan  to  points  of  apprtaimately  equal  distances  on  the 
Milvraukee  and  Burlington,  respectively,  and  from  Benton,  HI.,  in 
the  southern  Hlinoia  coal  field. 
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It  will  be  observed  that  the  rates  .from  Boundup  to  points  on 
the  North  Western  and  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  materially  exceed 
those  from  southern  Illinois  to  the  same  points  and  from  Koundup 
to  near-by  points  on  the  Milwaukee.  Watertown,  for  example,  is 
an  important  consuming  point  in  eastern  South  Dakota.  The  rate 
from  Boundup  to  Watertown  via  Aberdeen  and  the  Minneapolis  & 
St.  Louis,  the  short  line,  is  $4.55  and  the  distance  is  646  miles.  The 
rate  to  Elrod,  on  the  Milwaukee,  28  miles  from  Watertown,  is  $3.70. 
A  rate  of  $3.55  applies  from  southern  Illinois  to  Watertown  for  a 
movement  over  250  miles  longer.  Complainant  and  the  Board  of 
Kailroad  Commissioners  of  South  Dakota  direct  particular  attention 
to  the  rates  to  Huron,  a  point  on  the  North  Western,  13  miles  east 
of  Wolsey.  The  following  tabulation,  taken  principally  from  an 
exhibit  filed  by  the  state  commission,  shows  the  rates  to  Huron  from 
various  points  or  districts  actuaUy  shipping  coal  thereto  compared 
with  rates  for  substantially  the  same  distances  elsewhere  in  t^ia 
territory. 
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Complainant  contends  that  the  circumstances  attending  the  move- 
ment of  coal  from  Roundup  to  points  on  the  North  Western  and 
Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  are  not  sufficiently  dissimilar  to  those  affect- 
ing the  movement  to  points  on  the  Milwaukee  to  justify  the  defend- 
ants in  imposing  higher  charges  for  the  two-line  than  for  the  one- 
line  haul.  The  record  shows  that  the  transfers  are  made  under  the 
simplest  conditions,  in  small  towns  and  not  at  congested  terminals. 
In  Sheridan  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  C,  B.  t&  Q.  R.  R.  Co.^  28  * 
I.  C.  C,  638,  we  required  the  establishment  of  joint  rates  from  Sheri- 
dan to  destinations  on  the  North  Western  in  Nebraska  not  in  excess 
of  the  single-line  rates  of  the  North  Western  from  Hudson  to  the 
same  destination,  holding  that  where  the  physical  connection  between 
carriers  is  as  simple  as  in  these  small  western  towns  the  slight  addi- 
tional cost  of  switching  should  not  be  made  the  basis  of  any  addi- 
tional charge  for  a  two-line  haul  of  substantial  length.  What  was 
there  said  applies  with  equal  force  here.  Moreover,  the  record 
shows  that  rates  from  the  lake  ports  and  from  Illinois  shipping 
points  to  stations  in  eastern  South  Dakota  are  made  without  regard 
to  the  number  of  carriers  that  participate  in  the  movement. 

The  North  Western  and  the  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  oppose  a  re- 
duction in  the  joint  rates  from  complainant's  mines,  largely  because 
a  movement  of  Houndup  coal  would  displace  the  Illinois  and  dock 
coal  on  which  they  receive  much  longer  hauls.  This  contention  has 
been  urged  and  rejected  in  numerous  proceedings,  among  others 
Cardiff  Coal  Co.  v.  C,  M.  cfi  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  13  I.  C.  C,  460 ;  Cedar  HVl 
Coal  d:  Coke  Co.  v.  C.  c&  S.  Ry.  Co.,  17  I.  C.  C,  479;  Rates  from 
Walsenhurg  Coal  Field,  26  I.  C.  C,  85,  and  Ilayden  Bros.  Coal  Cor- 
poration V.  D.  di  S.  L.  R.  R.  Co..,  39  I.  C.  C,  94,  and  need  not  be 
further  considered.  These  defendants  also  argue  that  the  rates  es- 
tablished by  the  Milwaukee  are  lower  than  transportation  conditions 
warrant  and  therefore  not  a  fair  measure  of  the  joint  rates  under 
consideration.  They  undertake  to  justify  the  rates  from  Boundup 
and  Geneva  into  this  territory  by  comparison  with  the  rates  pre- 
scribed in  Cod  to  South  Dakota,  46  I.  C.  C,  628,  and  47  I.  C.  C, 
750,  from  mines  in  Wyoming  to  the  same  points.  However,  as 
pointed  out  by  complainant,  the  transportation  conditions  from  the 
two  districts  are  substantially  dissimilar.  The  movement  from 
Sheridan  and  Hudson  to  eastern  South  Dakota  is  through  the  Black 
Hills  district  in  the  western  part  of  the  state,  over  grades  exceeding 
3  per  cent,  and  on  branch  lines  with  light  traffic  density.  On  the 
other  hand,  coal  from  Roundup  and  Geneva  moves  over  the  main 
transcontinental  line  of  the  Milwaukee  for  the  major  portion  of  the 
haul,  under  operating  conditions  that  compare  favorably  with  those 
from  the  Wyoming  mines  into  eastern  Nebraska. 
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The  record  shows  clearly  that  under  the  existing  kdjnstment  of 
rates  complainant  is  excluded  from  the  consuming  territory  served 
by  the  North  Western,  Omaha,  and  Minneapolis  A  St.  Louis,  al- 
though the  transportation  service  required  in  reaching  that  territory 
frtmi  Boundup  is  materially  less  than  from  southern  Illinois,  which. 
with  the  docks,  supplies  the  needs  ol  the  consumers.  Complainant 
is  entitled  to  an  equal  opportunity  witii  its  competitors  in  disposing 
'  of  its  product  along  the  lines  of  those  carriers  and  may  not  be  denied 
that  opportunity  because  of  a  preference  on  tiieir  part  for  a  longer 
haul  and  consequently  greater  revenue  from  their  coal  traffic. 

We  find  that  for  the  future  the  rates  assailed  will  be  unreasonable 
and  unduly  prejudicial  to  complainant  and  its  traffic  to  the  ext«nt 
that  they  exceed  the  following,  plus  the  increases  authorized  in 
Increased  Ratet,  19&},  tupra:  To  stations  on  the  Omaha  between 
Mitchell  and  Sioux  Falls,  both  inclusive,  $3.90;  to  all  stations  on 
the  Minneapolis  &  St  Louis  Railroad  in  South  Dakota  betvreen 
ticola  and  Watertown,  inclusive,  $3.70,  grading  upward  west  of 
Conde  at  the  present  rate  of  progression  to  a  maximum  of  $4.05  at 
Le  Beau ;  to  stations  on  the  North  Western  between  Oakes  and  Wol- 
sey,  Kedfield  and  Watertown,  Groton  and  Doland,  and  Wolsey  and 
Iroquois,  including  the  points  named,  $3.70;  between  Watertown 
and  Sioux  Valley  Junction,  Iroquois  and  Brookings,  and  Iroquois 
and  Salem,  including  the  points  named,  except  Iroquois,  $3.90,  and  to 
stations  on  the  Gettysburg  line  of  the  North  Western  between  Bed- 
field  and  Pierre  and  between  Wolsey  and  Pierre  the  rates  should  be 
graded  upward  to  a  maximum  of  $4.30  at  Pierre  at  the  rate  of  pro- 
gression observed  under  the  rates  now  in  effect. 

The  record  is  silent  as  to  rates  to  points  in  Minnesota  and  they 
have  therefore  not  been  considered. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered, 
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No.  11097.' 

GULF  STATES  STEEL  COMPANY  ET  AL. 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  LOUISVILLE  &  NASH- 
VILLE  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Evbmittea  June  10,  1921.    Decided  January  SO,  1922. 


Failure  ot  defendants  to  move  inbound  aod  outbound  cars  between  Interchange 
tracks  and  points  within  complainants'  ptanta,  or  to  compeneate  complain- 
ants tb«refor,  found  not  to  result  in  payment  by  complainants  of  transporta- 
tion charges  which  were  or  are  unreasouable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  or 
unduly  prejudicial    Complaints  dismissed. 

William  A.  Wimhish,  Wade  S.  Ellis,  and  Richard  Jones,  jr.,  for 
complainants. 

John  F.  Finerty  and  Royal  T.  McKenna  for  Director  General,  as 
Agent ;  Nelson  W.  Proctor  for  Louisville  &  Nashville  Railroad  Com- 
pany and  Nashville,  Chattanooga  &  St.  Louis  Railway;  Charles  J, 
Riscey,  jr.,  and  H.  L.  Walker  for  Southern  Railway  system  and  Mo- 
bile &  Ohio  Railroad  Company ;  and  Sf.  O.  Roberts  for  St.  Louis-San 
Francisco  Railway  Company  and  Birmingham  Belt  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Report  or  the  Commission. 
Division  3,  Commissioners  Hau^  Eastman,  and  Cahpbeu. 
Hall,  Commmsioner: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainants  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner,  and  argument  was  had  before  us. 

Complainants  are  corporations  manufacturing  pig  iron  and  vari- 
ous iron  and  steel  products  at  Alabama  City,  Gadsden,  Ironaton,  Bir- 
mingham, North  Birmingham,  Sheffield,  Florence,  Anniston,  Shelby, 
and  Thomas,  in  the  state  of  Alabama,  and  include  in  their  number 
practically  all  of  the  larger  iron  and  steel  manufacturers  in  the 
northern  part  of  that  state  except  the  Tennessee  Coal,  Iron  &  Rail- 
road Company,  with  plants  at  Ensley,  Bessemer,  and  Birmingham, 
and  the  Woodward  Iron  Company,  which  has  a  plant  at  Woodward. 

By  complaints  filed  December  19,  1919,  and  April  14,  1920,  they 
allege  that  defendants'  failure  to  perform,  under  the  line-haul  rates, 

>Tbli  Mport  also  cmbrtiMB  No.  1109T  (Bnb-No.  1),  Republic  Iron  Ic  Steel  Compan;  o. 
Director  OenenU,  m  Agent,  LouiaTlUe  h  NMbrUIe  Railroad  Compan;,  et  aL 
M  I.  G.  C. 
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switching  between  their  interchange  tracks  and  points  within  com- 
plainants' plants,  or  to  compensate  complainants  therefor,  has  been 
and  is  subjecting  complainants  to  the  payment  of  charges  for  the 
transportation  of  inbound  and  outbound  carload  traffic  to  and  from 
their  plants  which  were  and  are  unreasonable,  unjustly  discrimina- 
tory, and  unduly  prejudicial.  We  are  asked  to  prescribe  reasonable 
allowances  to  be  received  by  complainants  for  performing  such 
switching  movements,  and  to  award  reparation.  Most  of  the  in- 
bound traffic  moves  under  intrastate  ratfis.  Except  under  circum- 
stances not  here  present  our  jurisdiction  as  to  such  ratfis,  and  allow- 
ances therefrom,  is  limited  to  cases  falling  within  the  provisions  of 
section  206  (c)  of  the  transportation  act,  1920,  ■ 

The  matter  before  us  is  not  the  measure  of  the  line-haul  rates  but 
the  character  of  the  movement  of  inbound  and  outbound  cars  between 
the  interchange  tracks  and  points  within  the  plants.  Complainants 
contend  that  the  movement  is  a  part  of  the  transportation  service 
and  entitles  them  to  allowances  from  defendants  as  provided  by  sec- 
tion 15  of  the  act.  They  have  always  made  the  movement  at  their 
own  convenience  and  cost,  were  satisfied  to  do  so  without  allowance 
therefor  until  the  rates  were  increased  on  June  25, 191S,  pursuant  to 
general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  and  ar« 
willing  to  forego  compensation  if  the  rates  in  effect  June  24,  1918, 
are  restored. 

Complainants'  plants  vary  in  size  and  arrangement.  All  are  large 
and  use  great  quantities  of  raw  materials,  principally  iron  ore,  coal, 
coke,  and  fluxing  stone.  Each  has  standard-gauge  tracks,  extending 
from  a  connection  or  connections  with  defendants'  lines,  and  loco- 
motives for  moving  the  cars  over  these  tracks.  At  or  near  these 
points  of  connection  are  interchange  tracks  where  enpty  and  loaded 
cars  are  received  from  or  delivered  to  defendants.  At  some  of  the 
plants  the  traffic  is  so  heavy  that  separate  interchange  tracks  are 
needed  for  inbound  and  outbound  cars. 

Th6  practice  of  defendants  in  receiving  and  delivering  cars  on 
interchange  tracks  grew  out  of  the  necessities  of  carrier  and  plant 
operation.  Each  complainant  has  much  intraplant  work  to  pei^orm 
in  the  movement  of  materials  from  one  point  to  another,  and  for 
convenience  in  doing  this  work  the  plants  were  provided  with  tracks, 
rolling  stock,  and  motive  power.  The  length  of  the  plant  tracks  and 
the  number  of  cars  and  locomotives  vary.  One  complainant  has 
plant  trackage  exceeding  in  mileage  that  of  the  yard  tracks  of  one 
defendant  in  the  immediate  vicinity.  The  plants  when  in  operation 
are  run  continuously,  day  and  night,  and  this  can  not  be  done  suc- 
cessfully unless  cars  are  placed  at  the  direction  and  for  the  conven- 
ience of  complainants.    The  record  shows  that  blast  furnaces    for 
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ezample,  must  be  fed  with  iron  ore,  coke,  and  flazing  stone  cootinu- 
ously  and  in  definite  proportions,  the  proportions  varying  with  the 
chemical  analysis  of  the  different  raw  materials.  It  is  true  that 
slight  interruptions  in  this  supply  will  not  necessarily  result  in  a 
chilling  of  the  furnace,  but  the  iron  produced  will  not  be  of  the 
grade  required.  Some  of  the  furnaces  use  two  grades  of  ore  and 
some  more.  No  plant  could  allow  defendants  to  place  ore  cars  on 
its  trestles  except  as  directed  by  the  furnace  master. 

Most  of  the  complainants  use  what  are  called  "  hot  pots,"  which 
carry  molten  slag  from  the  furnace  to  the  slag  pile.  They  are  hauled 
on  or  across  portions  of  various  plant  tracks  and  must  have  the  right 
of  way,  as  slag  can  not  be  allowed  to  coot  in  the  "  hot  pot."  Some 
compkinants  move  molten  metal  in  what  are  called  "ladles"  over 
plant  tracks  between  the  blast  furnaces  and  the  steel  mills.  These 
"ladles"  also  cross  or  occupy  portions  of  other  plant  tracks  and  are 
given  right  of  way  for  similar  reasons.  Complainants'  contention 
that  defendants  should  place  all  cars  for  loading  or  unloading  within 
the  plants  is  coupled  with  the  admission  that  such  placement  can  not 
be  made  by  defendants  at  their  own  convenience,  or  otherwise  than 
under  the  direction  and  authority  of  the  plant  management. 

The  record  is  full  and  specific  as  to  the  trackage  layouts  at  these 
plants,  the  various  degrees  of  curvature  and  grade  to  be  overcome, 
the  side  and  overhead  clearances  encountered  in  movements  between 
interchange  tracks  and  spotting  points,  the  practices  of  complain' 
ants  in  making  such  movements  and  the  cost  thereof.  Such  move- 
ments can  be  made  with  certain  types  of  locomotives,  and  complain* 
ants  are  willing  to  remodel  their  tracks  in  conformity  with  defend- 
ants' requirements  as  to  rails,  curves,  and  roadbed. 

It  is  conceded  that  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  the  line-haul  rates  did 
not  cover  movement  of  cars  by  defendants  between  the  interchange 
tracks  and  the  spotting  points.  Complainants  contend  that  this  was 
under  an  agreement  that  they  should  make  these  movements  at 
their  own  expense  because  of  the  low  basis  of  inbound  and  outbound 
rates  accorded  them,  and  that  the  successive  increases  made  under 
general  order  No.  28  and  Inereated  Rates,  1920,  58  I.  C.  C,  220,  have 
made  the  rates  so  high  that  defendants  should  render  therefar  the 
more  extended  service  sought.    This  position  is  untenable. 

In  support  of  their  contention  that  the  movement  between  inter- 
change tracks  and  spotting  points  is  a  service  of  transportation  com- 
plainants rely  upon  certain  expressions  in  Associated  Jobbers  of  Lob 
AngeUa  v.  A.,  T.  tfe  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  18  I.  C.  C,  310.  None  of  the  in- 
dustries at  Los  Angeles  furnished  its  own  motive  power.  The  in- 
dustry tracks  were  not  private  and  coilld  be  used  by  the  carriers  for 
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purposes  oi  their  onn,  such  as  storage  of  cars,  leads  to  other  indos- 
tri^,  and  for  public  delivery.  The  service  there  refused  by  the  car- 
riers without  extra  pay  was  given  at  94  other  coast  terminals.  The 
facts  here  are  essentially  diSerent  and  are  more  closely  analogoos  to 
those  before  us  in  General  Electric  Co.  v.  JV.  Y.  C.  <&  H.  R.  R.  R.  Co., 
14  I.  C.  C,  237;  Solvay  Process  Co.  v.  D.,  L.  <6  W.  R.  R.  Co.,  U  L 
0.  C,  246 ;  Vvited  States  Cast  Iron  P.  <6  F.  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
57  I.  C.  C,  442;  and  Standard  OU  Co.  v.  Director  General,  59  I.  C. 
C,  620.    In  the  case  first  cited  we  said : 

*  *  *  carriers  are  uoder  no  duty  to  extend  their  transportation  obligations 
wltb  the  extension  of  great  industrial  plants  like  that  of  the  complainanL 
They  can  not  be  called  upon  as  part  of  their  contract  of  transportatlMi  to  makt 
deliveries  through  a  network  of  interior  switching  tracks  constmcted  as  ^ast 
tadlltlee  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  industrr.  Their  obligation  an  common 
carriers  inTolTes  only  a  delivery  and  acceptance  of  carload  shipments  at  suna 
reasonably  convenient  point  of  Interchange. 

In  tbe  Standard  OU  Case  last  cited  the  operating  conditions  and 
difficulties  were  eimilar  to  those  at  many  of  complainants'  plants,  and 
we  said : 

The  fact  that  the  several  carriers  could  not  perform  the  Bervice  Indlvlduallj 
is  convincing  that  said  service  Is  greats  than  the  equivalent  of  team-tra<±  or 
simple  switching  delivery,  and,  in  fact,  beyond  the  scope  ctf  the  carriers'  legal 
obligation. 

Complainants  also  contend  that  the  right  of  a  shipper  to  receive 
an  allowance  for  services  rendered  in  connection  with  the  trangporta- 
tion  of  property  owned  by  him  is  not  limit«d  by  section  15  of  the 
act  to  those  services  which  the  carrier  can  perform,  or  can  be  required 
to  perform,  under  its  contract  of  transportation.  It  is  well  estab- 
lished that,  in  the  absence  of  undue  prejudice,  which  is  not  here 
shown,  a  carrier  can  not  he  required  to  compensate  a  shipper  for 
services  that  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the  carrier  to  perform  under  its  con- 
tract of  transportation,  Pittshurgh  Forge  <fi  Iron  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  69  I.  C.  C,  29,  or  for  services  which,  because  of  conditions 
at  the  shipper's  plant,  it  can  not  reasonably  be  required  to  perform, 
Sharon  Steel  Hoop  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  Co.,  69  I.  C.  C,  378. 

It  is  clear  from  the  record  that  the  consistent  and  uniform  prac- 
tice of  defendants  has  been  to  deliver  and  receive  the  traffic  of  com- 
plainants at  the  interchange  tracks;  to  do  the  like  in  the  case  of  all 
other  industrial  plants  having  locomotives;  not  to  place  cars  for 
loading  or  unloading  within  the  plants,  or  to  make  allowances  for 
movement  of  cars  between  the  interchange  tracks  and  the  plants; 
and  not  to  concur  in  tariSs  which  provide  for  such  allowances. 
Complainants  refer  to  four  apparent  departures  from  this  invariable 
practice  of  defendants.    One  is  that  the  Southern  formerly  switched 
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cars  for  the  Eagle  furnace  at  Attalla,  Ala.  This  furnace  bad  do  loco- 
motive  and  ite  total  traffic  ttos  six  or  seven  cars  a  day.  It  is  now 
owned  hj  one  of  complamants  and  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  wu 
not  in  operation.  Another  is  the  Coosa  Pipe  &  Foundry  Company, 
at  Oadaden,  which  receives  only  the  ordinary  placement  and  owns  no 
locomotive.  The  other  two  are  small  furnaces  at  Ifapier  and  Kock- 
dale,  Tenn.,  which  own  no  locomotives  and  for  which  the  Louisville 
A  Nashville  does  the  necessary  switching,  much  less  in  amount  than 
would  be  required  at  any  of  complainants'  plants.  Defendants  have 
never  been  requested  by  complainants  to  move  cars  between  the  inter- 
change tracks  and  the  plants,  or,  except  by  the  filing  of  these  com- 
plaints, to  compensate  complainants  for  performing  that  service. 

With  respect  to  the  services  rendered  by  defendants  under  the 
line-haul  rates,  it  is  clear  that  complainants  are  not  only  accorded 
the  same  treatment  as  their  competitors  in  the  same  district  but  that 
defendants  do  not  perform 'greater  services  in  the  delivery  and  receipt 
of  carload  traffic  to  and  &om  shippers  and  receivers  of  other  com- 
modities in  the  district.  On  the  contrary,  the  evidence  tends  to  show 
that  complainants  receive  greater  services  than  are  accorded  to  the 
general  public  in  the  placement  of  cars  on  team  tracks  or  industry 
sidings.  Defendants  do  not  ordinarily  place  cars  for  other  industries 
more  than  once  a  day,  or  at  night,  or  on  Sundays,  or  on  legal  holi- 
days. For  complaioants  they  make  numerous  deliveries  of  ore,  coal, 
coke,  and  fluxing  stone  every  day  and  night.  Defendants  also  show 
that  the  hauls  from  their  break-up  yards  are  longer  to  the  plant 
interchange  tracks  than  to  spotting  locations  on  spur  tracks  of  other 
industries. 

Complainants  do  not  desire  and  would  not  accept  placement  of 
cars  within  their  plants  by  defendants  at  defendants'  convenience. 
It  is  practically  impossible  for  each  defendant  serving  such  a  plant 
to  make  placements,  because  each  would  be  obliged  to  wait  upon  the 
convenience  of  the  other  defendants,  and  of  the  plant  management. 
Complainants  are  willing  to  have  defendants  make  these  placements 
only  on  condition  that  defendants  accept  directions  from  the  plant 
management  as  to  when  and  how  to  make  them,' to  suit  the  con- 
venience of  the  plants. 

Complainants,  at  their  own  expense,  weigh  all  inbound  and  out- 
bonnd  loaded  and  empty  cars  and  make  out  all  bills  of  lading.  This 
is  done  primarily  for  their  own  benefit,  and  it  is  apparent  that  they 
would  continue  to  weigh  the  cars  and  insist  on  the  correctness  of 
the  weights  so  obtained  even  if  defendants  also  weighed  the  cars. 

Upon  this  record  we  find  that  the  existing  line-haul  rates  of  de< 
fendants  must  be  construed  as  framed  to  cover  delivery  and  receipt  of 
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shipments  to  and  from  complainants  at  the  interchange  tracks;  that 
the  transportation  services  which  it  is  the  duty  of  defendants  to  per- 
form for  complainants  under  the  line-haul  rates  begin  and  end  at  the 
interchange  tracks;  that  the  movements  by  complainants  between  the 
interchange  tracks  and  points  within  their  plants  are  plant  services 
which  it  is  not  the  duty  of  defendants  to  perform,  in  the  absence  of 
undue  prejudice ;  and  that  undue  prejudice  is  not  shown.  We  further 
find  that  defendants'  failure  to  make  such  movements  between  the 
interchange  tracks  and  points  within  complainants'  plants,  or  to  com- 
pensate complainants  for  making  the  same,  did  not  and  does  not 
result  in  the  payment  bj  complainants  of  transportation  char;ges 
which  were  or  are  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  or  unduly 
prejudicial.  The  complaints  must  be  dismissed  and  an  order  will  be 
entered  accordingly. 
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No.  11543. 
SHIBAKAWA  &  COMPANY,  INCOEPORATED, 

PHILADELPHIA  &  READING  RAILWAY  COMPANY  ET  AL, 


SubmiUea  Oolober  t6,  1921.    Decided  December  SO,  1921. 

Rate  charged  on  pig  Iron,  In  carloads,  from  Pottstown,  Fa.,  to  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  for  export,  found  not  unreoaonable  or  uoduly  prejudicial.  Oomplalnt 
dismissed. 

Richard  Towruend  and  Q3/roy  <&  Towmend  for  complaintmt. 
Edwin  A.  Lucas  for  defendants. 

Repobt  of  the  Cohhission. 
DrvtsiOM  1,  CoHHissioNEBB  McChobd,  Attchison,  and  IjBWIS. 
Bt  Divibion  1: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  b;  the  examiner, 
but  the  case  was  orally  ar^ed  before  as. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  export  and  import 
business,  alleges  that  the  rate  charged  by  defendants  on  27  carloads 
of  pig  iron  shipped  during  May  and  June,  1917,  from  Pottstown, 
Pa.,  to  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  for  export,  was  unreasonable  and  un- 
duly prejudicial.  We  are  asked  to  award  reparation  only.  Except 
wliere  otherwise  noted,  rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  defendants*  lines  and  charges  were 
paid  at  the  applicable  combination  rate  of  60.44  cents,  composed  of  a 
commodity  rate  of  $4.58  per  long  ton,  or  20.44  cents  per  100  pounds, 
to  Chicago,  111.,  and  an  export  commodity  rate  of  40  cents  beyond. 

When  the  shipments  moved  there  was  in  effect  from  eastern  terri- 
tory,  including  Pottstown,  to  San  Francisco,  a  joint  export  commod- 
ity rate  of  £2.6  cents  on  certain  manufactured  iron  and  steel  articles, 
including  billets  and  bars.  This  rat«  was  canceled  June  25,  1918,  by 
the  Director  General  of  Railroads.  Effective  April  21,  1919,  export 
rates  from  eastern  territory  to  the  Pacific  coast  on  iron  and  steel  ar- 
ticles were  restored,  the  new  rate  established  being  60  cents,  andean 
export  rate  of  55  cents  was  at  the  same  time  initially  established  on 
pig  iron  from  Pottstown.  The  spread  between  tin  export  rates  on 
pig  iron  and  manufactured  articles  thus  becoming  6  cents  from 
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Pottstown,  compUinsnt  coatends  that  a  nmilar  spread  wonld  ban 
been  reasonable  when  the  shipments  moved,  and  afiks  for  reparation 
npon  the  bans  of  a  rate  of  47.6  centai 

Based  on  the  distance  of  3,611  miles  over  the  roat«  by  which  21 
of  the  ^pments  moved,  the  applicable  rate  of  60.44  cents  yielded 
earnings  of  SZ5  mills  per  net  ton-mile,  and  13.39  cents  per  car-mile 
at  tiie  applicable  minimnm  of  80,000  ponnds,  and  17.47  cents  per  cur- 
mile  on  the  basis  of  their  average  loading  of  104,352  ponnds.  Under 
the  rate  claimed,  the  earnings  per  net  ton-mile  via  the  same  roate 
would  have  been  2.64  mills,  and  per  car-mile  10.55  and  13.76  cents, 
respectively.  The  average  loading  of  the  other  six  shipments  was 
not  materially  less: 

In  Suzuki  (&  Co.  V.  Director  General.,  62 1.  C.  C,  144,  we  found  that 
a  rate  of  63.88  cents  applicable  on  certain  shipments  of  pig  iron  mov- 
ing between  August,  1917,  and  February,  1918,  from  Wbarton,  N.  J., 
to  Seattle,  Wash.,  for  export,  was  not  unreasonable,  unjustly  dis- 
criminatory, or  nndnly  prejudicial.  In  that  case,  as  here,  complain- 
ants had  asked  for  reparation  to  the  basis  of  47.6  cents,  and  the  con- 
tentions of  the  parties  were  not  materially  different  from  those  now 
advanced,  many  of  the  exhibits  being  identical  in  the  two  cases. 

We  find  that  the  rate  assailed  was  not  unreasonable  or  unduly 
prejudicial.    An  order  will  be  entered  tiigmiaaing  the  complaints 
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No.  11654. 

GRASSELLI  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOE  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  BALTIMORE  &  OHIO 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bubmitted  Afigu't  S,  1921.    Decided  Januam  S3,  l9St. 


Rate  on  roasted  ilnc  ore.  In  c&rloada,  from  Canton,  Ohio,  to  Terre  H«ute,  Ind., 
found  not  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful.    Complaint  dlmolsBed, 

M.  H.  Miller  and  Bay  T.  S/Hter  for  complaioant. 
Charlet  B.  Webher  for  defendants. 

BXFOBT  OF  TRB   CoUHISSION. 
DlTIBION   3,   COUHIBSIONEBS   HaLL,   EaSTUAN,  AND   CaMPBKIX. 

Bt  DinaioN  8 : 

No  exceptions  Trere  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  with  desulphurizing  plants  at  Canton, 
Ohio,  and  zinc  amelters  at  Terre  Haut«,  Ind.,  alleges  that  the  rate 
charged  on  33  carloads  of  roasted  zinc  ore  shipped  from  Canton  to 
Terre  Haute  between  July  15  and  August  20,  1918,  inclusive,  was 
unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  unduly  prejudicial. 
Reparation  only  is  sought.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per 
long  ton  unless  otherwise  specified. 

Roasted  zinc  ore  is  desulphurized  zinc  ore.  The  shipments  aggre> 
gating  2,505,040  pounds,  moved  over  the  Baltimore  &,  Ohio  and 
Chicago  &  Eastern  lUinois.  Charges  were  collected  at  the  ap- 
plicable sixth-class  rate  of  20  cents  per  100  pounds,  equivalent  to 
$4.48  per  long  ton.  Several  months  prior  to  the  movement  com- 
plainant had  asked  for  the  establishment  of  a  commodity  rate.  Ef- 
fective August  24,  1918,  a  commodity  rate  of  $2.40  was  established. 
Complainant  does  not  assail  the  class  rate  as  such,  but  contends  that 
as  applied  to  these  shipments  it  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
it  exceeded  the  subsequently  estabhshed  rate  of  $2.40. 

The  class  rate  applicable  and  the  subsequently  established  com- 
modity rate  are  compared  with  contemporaneous  commodi^  rates 
on  roasted  zinc  ore  as  follows : 
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The  record  does  not  disclose  the  junction  points  via  which  the 
shipments  moved,  but  the  natural  movement  would  be  through  Chi- 
cago, over  600  miles.  The  distance  of  389  miles  shown  is  over  the 
short  line.  Based  on  the  latter  distance,  the  rate  collected  yielded  39 
cents  per  car-mile,  and  a  rate  of  $2.40  would  have  yielded  23.4  cents 
per  car-mile.  • 

Prior  to  complainant's  application  for  a  commodity  rat«  there  had 
been  no  occasion  to  ship  roasted  zinc  ore  from  Canton  to  Terra 
Haute,  the  supply  having  been  drawn  from  complainant's  plant 
at  Grasselli,  Ind.  It  became  necessary  to  obtain  a  supply  from 
Canton  in  order  to  avoid  shutting  down  a  portion  of  the  plant  at 
Terre  Haute. 

The  rate  of  $2.40  and  the  rates  with  which  it  is  compared  are  much 
lower  than  commodity  rates  on  zinc  ore  found  not  unreasonable  in 
lUinois  Zinc  Co.  v.  Director  Gerieral,  61 1.  C,  C,  92.  We  there  said, 
at  page  99,  with  respect  to  a  commodity  rate  of  22  cents  per  100 
pounds,  effective  June  25, 1918,  on  zinc  ore  from  certain  points  in  the 
Joplin-Miami  district  of  Missouri-Oktahoma-Kansas,  to  Peru  and 
LaSaUe,  DL: 

When  all  la  said,  partlcularlr  as  of  tli«  period  covered  by  the  complaint,  a  rate 
yielding  a  little  over  8.5  mills  per  ton-mlle  and  33  cents  per  car-mile  with  a  load 
approximating  40  tons,  computed  on  tlie  short-line  haul  of  GI4  miles,  can  not  be 
deemed  excessive. 

Id  that  case  we  also  found  that  a  contemporaneous  rata  of  10.5  cents 
per  100  pounds  on  zinc  ore  and  roasted  zinc  ore  from  the  Platteville- 
Mineral  Point  district  of  Wisconsin  to  Peru  and  La  Salle,  over  cer- 
tain routes,  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  7.6  cents 
per  100  pounds.  The  rate  prescribed,  for  a  representative  short-line 
haul  of  136  miles,  yielded  44  cents  per  car-mile,  based  on  a  lading  of 
40  tons,  and  11  mills  per  ton-mile. 

We  find  that  the  rate  assailed  was  not  unreasonable  or  otherwise 
unlawfuL    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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CLARKE-BUBKLB  ft  CO.  V.   DIBECTOK  QENEK&L. 


No.  11722. 

CLARKE-BUKKLE  &  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Submitted  September  6,  1921.    Decided  January  SO,  IBBZ'. 


Rates  on  com  and  oats,  In  carloads,  from  Ashland.  Lezinston,  McLean,  Rat- 
land,  Stanford,  and  Weuona,  IIL,  to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  found  to  have  been 
unreasonable.    Reparation  denied. 

/.  B.  McOinms  for  compIainaDts. 

A.  P.  Hwnhurg  for  defendant. 

Report  of  the  Comuibsion. 
Division  3,  Coumissioners  Hall,  Eastuan,  and  Caufbell. 
Bt  Division  3. 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainants  are  dealers  in  grain  and  feed  at  Memphis,  Tenn. 
By  complaint  filed  August  12, 1920,  they  allege  that  the  rates  charged 
on  2  carloads  of  com  and  10  carloads  of  oats  shipped  from  Ashland, 
Lexington,  Clemoor,  McLean,  Rutland,  Stanford,  and  Wenona,  111., 
to  Memphis  between  June  25,  1918,  and  December  30, 1919,  were  un- 
reasonable and  in  violation  of  section  4  of  the  interstate  commerce 
act.  We  are  asked  to  award  reparation  to  the  basis  of  the  aggregates 
of  the  intermediate  rates  contemporaneously  in  effect  to  and  from 
East  St,  Louis,  111.    Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Our  records  do  not  show  a  station  named  Clemoor  and  it  appears 
that  the  shipment  so  marked  originated  at  Rutland.  The  shipments 
apparently  moved  over  either  the  Chicago  &  Alton  or  the  Illuiois 
Central  to  East  St.  Louis,  and  the  latter  road  to  Memphis.  Charges 
were  collected  at  the  applicable  commodity  rates  of  22.5  cents  from 
Ashland,  McLean,  and  Stanford,  and  24  cents  from  Lexington,  Rut- 
land, and  Wenona.  Defendant  contemporaneously  maintained  over 
the  routes  of  movement  commodity  rates  of  10  cents  from  Lexing- 
ton and  9  cents  from  Ashland,  McLean,  Rutland,  Stanford,  and 
Wenona  to  East  St.  Louis  and  10  cents  beyond.  Defendant  admits 
that  the  rates  charged  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  ex- 
ceeded the  aggregates  of  the  rates  to  and  from  East  St.  Louis,  and 
is  willing  to  make  reparation  to  that  basis.    On  December  31,  1919, 
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Hxe  rates  cbai^ed  were  redaced  to  16.5  cents  and  17.5  cents,  respec- 
titelj,  and  the  fourth  section  violations  removed. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
they  exceeded  the  aggregates  of  the  intermediate  rates  ccmtemporane- 
oosly  in  effect  to  and  from  East  SL  Loois. 

The  record  does  not  show  tiiat  complainants  paid  or  bora  the  trans- 
portation charges  on  any  of  the  shipments.  Reparation  most  be 
denied. 

The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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-  UINtJTE  TAHOOA  CO.  V.  DIBECTOB  QENEKAL. 


No.   11749. 

MINUTE  TAPIOCA  COMPANY 

V. 

DIEECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  BOSTON  &  MAINE 
RAILROAD,  ET  AL. 


BubmUled  AprU  18.  1921.    Decided  January  31,  ISSi. 


Rates  OQ  tsplocs  In  packagCB,  in  carload!),  from  Oranse,  Mass.,  to  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Pnodsco,  Calif.,  Portland,  Ores-,  and  Seattle,  Waah..  found 
onreaBonabV    Reparation  awarded. 

E.  J.  Rich  and  L.  A.  Norman  for  complainant 

Royed  McKeima  for  defendants. 

John  F.  Finerty  and  Fred  W.  Eeid  for  Director  General,  as  Agent. 

RsfOBT  OF  THE  COMUISSION. 
DinSION    1,   COHHISSIONERS  MsTEB,   AlTCHlSON,  AND  EsCH. 

By  Division  1 : 

Exceptions  vere  filed  on  behalf  of  defendants  to  the  report  pro- 
posed  by  the  examiner,  and  the  case  was  orally  argued. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  tapioca  at  Orange,  Mass.,  alleges  that  the  rates  on  10  carloads  of 
tapioca  from  Orange  to  Pacific  coast  terminals  shipped  during  the 
period  of  April  16,  1918,  to  September  9,  1919,  were  unreasonable. 
We  are  asked  to  award  reparation.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts 
per  100  pounds. 

Tapioca  is  a  granular  dessert  preparation  made  from  tapioca  flour. 
As  prepared  for  shipment,  complainant's  product  was  put  up  in 
cardboard  cartons,  each  of  which  contained  36  eight-ounce  packages. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  defendant  carriers'  lines  from 
Orange  to  Los  Angeles,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  Portland,  Oreg., 
and  Seattle,  Wash.  Charges  were  collected  at  (^e  applicable  fifth- 
class  rates,  western  classification.  Prior  to  June  26,  1918,  the  fifth- 
class  rate  was  $1.90.   On  that  date  it  was  increased  to  $2,375. 

For  some  time  prior  to  March  16,  1918,  defmdants  maintained 
carload  commodity  rates  on  tapioca,  tapioca  flour,  and  cassava  floor 
in  packages,  from  eastern  points  to  north  and  soutti  Pacific  coast 
points,  including  the  points  of  origin  and  destination  herein,  of  90 
cents  and  $1,  respectively.  The  three  commodities  mentioned  were 
carried  in  one  item  in  the  tariffs.  Effective  March  16,  1918,  the  com- 
modity rates  on  cassava  flour  were  increased  to  $1.86,  and  the  com- 
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modity  rates  on  tapioca  and  tapioca  flour  were  canceled,  leaving  ap- 
plicable the  fifth-class  rates.  On  October  15,  1919,  commodity  rates 
of  $1.69  were  reestablished  on  this  traffic  to  both  north  and  Boutli 
Pacific  coast  terminala. 

Complainant  contends  that  the  rates  assessed  were  unreasonable  to 
the  extent  that  they  exceeded  a  rate  of  $1.35  prior  to  June  25,  1918, 
and  $1.69  subsequent  to  that  dat«.  The  former  commodity  rat«s  had 
existed  for  a  long  time,  and  complainant  contends  that  there  was  no 
justification  for  their  cancellation  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  they 
were  continued  on  cassava  flour.  It  compares  rates  of  $1.69  on 
macaroni  and  noodles,  and  $1,665  on  breakfast  cereals,  in  packages, 
from  and  to  the  points  of  origin  and  destination  herein,  which  rates 
were  in  effect  subsequent  to  June  25,  1918.  Prior  to  that  date  the 
rates  cited  were  $1.35  and  $1.25,  respectively.  Com'plainaut  also 
refers  to  Du  Pont  de  Nemours  c6  Co.  v,  P.  c6  R.  Ry.  Co.,  56  I.  C.  C, 
231,  in  which  we  held  that  the  fifth-class  carload  rate  of  $1.90  on 
palm  flour  in  bags,  between  May,  1916,  and  August,  1917,  from  Gibbs- 
town,  N.  J.,  to  American  Lake,  Wash.,  was  unreasonable  to  the  ex- 
tent that  it  exceeded  a  rate  of  $1.35  subsequently  established  from 
Atlantic  seaboard  territory  to  points  in  Washington. 

Defendants  contend  that  the  rates  applicable  were  the  normal  fifth- 
class  rates ;  that  tapioca  moved  from  Orange  to  most  points  through- 
out the  United  States  at  fifth-class  rates;  that  the  commodity  rates 
previously  maintained  to  Pacific  coast  terminals  were  unreasonably 
low  and  were  compelled  by  water  competition  through  the  Panama 
Canal.  Complainant's  product  had  been  shipped  to  the  Pacific  coast 
by  the  all-water  route.  Defendants  state  that  prior  to  the  period  in 
question  water  competition  had  decreased,  and  as  there  was  no  longer 
a  compelling  reason  for  the  continuance  of  the  lower  commodity 
rates,  they  were  discontinued.  They  contend  that  tapioca  moved  in 
small  volume,  and  refer  to  the  fact  that  in  this  case  we  are  considering 
only  10  carload  shipments  during  a  period  of  18  months. 

The  weights  of  the  shipments  exceeded  40,000  pounds,  the  minimum 
weight  applicable  to  the  former  and  subsequently  established  com- 
modity rates. 

We  And  that  the  rate  charged  on  the  shipments  moving  prior  to 
June  35,  1918,  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  $1.35 ; 
that  the  rate  charged  on  the  shipments  moving  subsequent  to  June 
25, 1918,  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  $1.69;  that 
complainant  made  the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the 
charges  thereon;  that  it  has  been  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of 
the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and  those  that  would  have 
accrued  at  the  rat«s  herein  found  reasonable ;  and  that;  it  is  entitled  to 
reparation  in  the  sum  of  $2,862.83,  with  interest.  An  order  awarding 
reparation  will  be  entered. 
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No.  11789. 
MITSUI  A  COMPANY,  LIMITED, 

V. 

DIEECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CHICAGO,  BURLING- 
TON  &  QUINCY  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BubmUted  July  SI,  lOSI.    Decided  January  SO,  19SS. 


Rate  on  bar  iron  and  eteel,  in  carloads,  frora  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to  Seattle, 
Wash.,  for  export,  found  not  unreasonable.    Conipliifnnnt  not  sliown  to  have 
been  damaged  as  a  result  of  any  undue  prejudice  that  may  have  existed. 
Complaint  dismlseed. 
E.  J.  Forman  for  complainant. 

A.  J.  Laughon,  John  F.  Finerty,  and  T.  M.  Woodward  for  de- 
fendants. 

Refobt  of  the  Commission. 
Division  8,  Cohuissionzas  Haix,  Eastuan,  and  Cahpbxu. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  exporting  and  import- 
ing business  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleges  that  the  rate  of  85  cents  charged 
on  18  carloads  of  'bar  iron  and  steel  shipped  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind., 
to  Seattle,  for  export,  between  July  1  and  December  31,  1918,  was 
unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  the 
export  rate  of  75  cents  contemporaneously  maintained  from  Chicago, 
111.  We  are  asked  to  require  the  establishment  of  the  same  rate  from 
Terre  Haute  as  from  Chicago  and  grouped  points  and  to  award  repa- 
ration.   Rates  are  stated  in  amounts  per  100  pounds. 

The  Pittsburgh  group  rate  applied  from  Terre  Haute  when  the 
shipments  moved.  Complainant's  principal  contentions  are  that 
the  maintenance  of  the  Pittsburgh  rate  from  Terre  Haute,  more  than 
400  miles  nearer  Seattle,  results  in  undue  prejudice  to  Terre  Haute, 
and  that  by  reason  of  its  location,  Terre  Haute  was  and  is  entitled 
to  the  Chicago  group  rate.  In  support  thereof  it  relies  mainly  upon 
Inland  Steel  Co.  v.  Director  Genial,  57  I.  C.  C.  339,  wherein  we 
found  that  the  application  of  the  same  rate  on  iron  and  steel  articles, 
in  carloads,  from  Chicago,  Terre  Haute,  Vincennes,  Ind.,  and  Pitts- 
burgh to  Pacific  coast  ports,  for  export,  was  unduly  prejudicial  to 
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Chicago,  Terre  Haute,  and  Vincennes  to  the  extent  that  the  rate  from 
those  points  exceeded  a  rat«  e.5  cents  lower  than  that  contemporane- 
ously maintained  from  Pittsburgh.  The  I>irectOT  General  of  Rail* 
roads  was  the  only  defendant  and  as  federal  control  had  tenninated 
no  order  was  issued.  In  our  report  upon  further  hearing,  60 1.  C.  C, 
640,  following  the  filing  of  a  supplemental  complaint  in  which  the 
carriers  over  whose  lines  the  rates  applied  were  named  defendants, 
we  affirmed  our  previous  finding,  hut  because  of  the  general  increase 
in  rates  authorized  on  July  29,  1920,  the  order  entered  required  de- 
fendants to  establish,  on  or  before  June  18,  1921,  from  Chicago  and 
points  taking  the  same  rates,  and  from  Terre  Haute  and  Vincennes 
to  Pacific  coast  ports,  for  export,  rates  not  less  than  9  cents  lower 
than  &e  rates  contemporaneously  maintained  to  the  same  ports  from 
Pitteburgh. 

The  distance  from  Terre  Haute  to  Seattle  over  the  route  of  move- 
ment through  Chicago  is  2,402  miles  as  compared  with  2,224  miles 
from  Chicago  to  Seattle.  Pittsburgh  is  approximately  470  miles 
more  distant  from  the  Pacific  coast  porte  than  Chicago.  The  history 
of  the  rate  adjustment  on  iron  and  steel  articles  from  Pitteburgh 
and  Chicago  to  the  Pacific  coast  porte  is  given  in  the  Inland  Steel 
Company  Can,  aupra.  Prior  to  June  26,  1918,  the  rate  on  bar  iron 
and  steel  from  Pitteburgh  te  Seattle  also  applied  from  Terre  Haute. 
On  that  date,  when  all  export  rates  were  canceled,  domestic  rates  of 
$1,125,  $1.19,  and  $1.26  became  applicable  from  Chicago,  Terre  Haato, 
and  Pitteburgh,  respectively.  Export  rates  of  86  cente  from  Terre 
Haute  and  Pitteburgh  and  76  cente  from  Chicago  became  effectiTe 
July  1, 1918.  On  April  21, 1919,  an  export  rate  of  60  cente  was  mads 
applicable  from  Chicago  and  all  {Mroducing  pointe  east  thereof.  This 
was  increased  to  80  cente  on  August  26, 1920.  Defendonte  state  that 
the  esteblishment  of  this  enlarged  rate  blanket  was  made  neceesary 
I^  increased  rail-and-water  competition  through  the  Atlantic  ports. 
EfFective  October  23,  1920,  the  Chicago  rate  was  reduced  to  71  cente 
but  no  change  was  made  from  Terre  Haute  and  Pitteburgh  becauae 
of  disagreement  as  to  divisions.  Effective  June  18,  1921,  the  rate 
from  these  pointe  also  was  reduced  to  71  cents. 

Defendante  contend  that  the  86-cent  rate  charged,  which  yielded 
ton-mile  earnings  of  7  mills,  was  not  unreasonable  jwr  ae. 

We  find  that  the  rate  assailed  was  not  and  is  not  unreasonable. 
Complainant  has  not  shown  that  it  was  damaged  as  a  result  of  any 
undue  prejudice  that  may  have  existed.  Compliance  with  our  order 
in  the  Inland  Steel  Company  CMe,  tupra,  has  placed  Terre  Haute 
and  Chicago  on  a  rate  parity  in  respect  to  Uiis  traffic. 

An  order  dismissing  the  complaint  will  be  entered. 
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CmzBNS  COAL  umiNO  CO.  V.  DIBSCIOR  QKSEBAL. 


No.  11779. 
CITIZENS  COAL  MINING  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ILLINOIS  CENTRAL 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bubmilted  June  IS,  IBSI.    Decided  January  tS,  19H. 


Obarses  on  bltamlDOns  coal,  In  carloads,  shipped  from  Citizens  mines  A  and  B 
In  tbe  Sprlnglleld,  IlL,  diatrlct  to  intrastate  and  Interstate  points  dnrins 
federal  control,  found  not  unreasonable.  No  damage  shown  from  any  undne 
prajndlce  which  may  hare  existed.    Complaint  dismissed. 

Stanley  B,  Houck  for  complainant 

/''red  W.  Heidf  A.  P.  Hivmburg,  and  F.  H.  Towner  for  defendants. 
Bbfobt  of  the  Cohuission. 
DinaioN  3,  ComnssioNERs  Hau.,  Eastuan,  and  Cahtbeul. 
Bt  Division  3:    . 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner  and  tbe  case  was  orally  argued  before  us. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  producing  coal  at  Springfield,  111.,  by 
complaint  filed  August  12, 1920,  assails  as  unreasonable,  unjustly  dis- 
criminatory, and  unduly  prejudicial  the  charges  collected  on  int^- 
state  and  intrastate  shipments  of  bituminous  coal,  in  carloads,  be- 
tween June  19  and  November  21,  1918,  and  thus  during  federal  con- 
trol, from  Citizens  mines  A  and  B  in  the  Springfield  district  to  des- 
tinations in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  and  Missouri.  We  are  asked  to 
award  reparation  and  to  establish  reasonable  rates  for  tbe  future. 
Rates  and  charges  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  too  of  2,000  pounds. 

Citizens  mines  A  and  6  are  on  the  Chicago,  Peoria  &  St.  Louis, 
hereinafter  called  the  Peoria,  1  and  2  miles,  respectively,  outside  the 
cit7  limits  of  Springfield.  The  shipments  moved  over  the  Peoria  to 
junction  points  in  Springfield,  4  and  5  miles  from  the  respective 
points  of  origin.  Tbe  intrastate  shipments  moved  beyond  Spring- 
field over  the  Illinois  Central,  the  Chicago  &  Alton,  herainafter  called 
the  Alton,  or  the  Illinois  Traction  System,  t^e  latter  not  under  federal 
control.  Tbe  interstate  shipments  moved  beyond  Springfield  over 
the  Alton  and  its  connections.  Charges  were  collected  at  the  rate  of 
the  Peoria  to  Springfield,  less  certain  absorptions  hereinafter  mm- 
tioned,  plus  the  Springfield  district  rates  beyond. 
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Prior  to  June  25, 1918,  a  proportional  rate  of  10  cents  applied  over 
the  Peoria  to  Springfield.  On  that  date  it  was  increased  to  30  cents. 
On  November  23,  1918,  after  the  shipments  moved,  the  10-cent  rate 
was  restored,  limited  to  apply  "  only  to  connecting  lines  on  traffic 
destined  beyond  Springfield,  111."  On  May  10, 1919,  the  10-cent  rate 
was  canceled  and  republished  on  the  some  date  as  a  "  switching 
charge."   This  charge  has  since  been  increased  to  28  cents. 

The  rates  beyond  Springfield  are  not  attacked.  They  varied  ac- 
cording to  the  destinations  of  the  respective  shipments.  Under  a  tar- 
iff provision  of  the  Illinois  Central  covering  absorption  of  "  terminal 
and  intermediate  line  switching  charges,"  $2.50  per  car  of  the  Peoria's 
charges  on  shipments  over  its  line  were  absorbed.  This  tariff  pro- 
vision did  not  authorize  the  absorption  of  proportional  rates  and  the 
shipments  appear  to  have  been  undercharged. 

The  tariff  of  tlie  Alton  applicable  to  intrastate  sliipmenta  provided 
for  the  absorption  of  not  to  exceed  10  cents  per  net  ton  of  the 
"  charges  "  of  the  Peoria,  This  absorption  apparently  was  not  made 
on  certain  intrastate  shipments,  resulting  in  overcharges.  On  inter- 
state shipments  the  Alton's  absorption  was  limited  to  "  switching " 
charges.  There  was  no  tariff  authority  for  absorption  of  propor- 
tional rates.  On  some  of  the  interstate  shipments  the  Alton  absorbed 
a  part  of  the  Peoria's  charges,  resulting  in  undercharges.  The 
Illinois  Traction  System  absorbed  $2  per  car  on  most  of  the  ship- 
ments handled  by  it. 

Complainant  contends  that  the  10-cent  rate  covered  a  switching 
service;  that  it  was  established  to  meet  the  switching  rates  of  the 
other  lines  in  the  Springfield  district  for  similar  service;  and  that  it 
was  increased  through  error.  It  cites  excerpts  from  circulars  issued 
by  the  Eailroad  Administration  to  the  effect  that  it  was  not  intended 
to  increase  switching  charges  where  the  switching  service  was  per- 
formed in  connection  with  a  line  haul.  The  only  testimony  pre- 
sented showing  the  character  of  tlie  service  performed  is  to  the  effect 
that  the  empty  cars  are  set  in  and  placed  and  the  loads  removed 
by  switching  engines  operating  from  the  classification  yards.  The 
applicable  tariffs  did  not  define  the  Springfield  switching  limits. 
The  controlling  fact  to  be  determined  is  not  whether  the  rate  was 
increased  in  strict  compliance  with  the  terms  or  the  intention  of 
general  order  No.  28,  but  whether  the  resulting  rate  was  unreason- 
able or  otherwise  unlawful.  Parlin  c6  Orendorff  Co.  v.  Director 
Omertd,  59  I.  C.  C,  63.  Based  on  the  actual  loading  of  the  cars  it 
yielded  $9.09  per  car  on  shipments  delivered  to  the  Illinois  Traction 
System;  $11.48  on  shipments  delivered  to  the  IlUnois  Central  lines- 
$18.80  on  intra^ate  shipments;  and  $13.52  on  intenitste  ^ipments 
delivered  to  the  Alton  lines. 
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It  is  also  contended  by  complainant  that  on  shipments  delivered  to 
the  Illinois  Central  and  the  Alton  all  the  charges  of  the  Peoria 
should  have  been  absorbed  and  that  the  Illinois  Traction  System 
should  have  absorbed  $2  per  car  on  all  shipments.  As  the  latter  car- 
rier was  not  under  federal  control,  its  absorption  provisions  on  intra- 
state traffic  were  not  subject  to  our  jurisdiction. 

Complainant's  principal  contention  is  that  the  through  charges  on 
its  shipments  should  not  have  exceeded  those  from  other  mines 
within  the  Springfield  district,  which  generally  took  the  Springfield 
rate  basis.  In  Peerless  Coal  Co.  v.  A .,  T.  cC-  :S'.  F.  By.  Co.,  57  I.  0.  C, 
274,  we  held  that  the  rates  on  coal,  in  carloads,  from  points  on  the 
Springfield  Terminal  Bailway  to  interstate  and  intrastate  destina- 
tions were  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the 
rates  on  like  traffic  from  mines  on  the  tracks  of  the  defendants  in 
that  case,  within  the  Springfield  group,  to  the  same  destinations. 
Upon  further  hearing  we  found,  63  I.  C.  C,  335,  that  the  rates 
referred  to  were  not  unreasonable  and  denied  reparation.  It  ap- 
pears that  the  Springfield  group  rates  apply  from  mines  on  the  Cin- 
cinnati, Indianapolis  &  Western  and  the  Chicago  &  Illinois  Midland, 
not  parties  to  this  proceeding.  The  latter  mines  are  as  far  from 
Springfield  as  are  complainant's  mines,  or  farther. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  unreasonable.  The  undue 
prejudice  in  respect  of  intrastate  traffic,  if  any  exists,  is  not,  under 
the  circumstances  here  presented,  subject  to  our  jurisdiction.  There 
is  no  basis  for  a  finding  that  the  present  interstate  rates  are  unduly 
prejudicial  and  complainant  has  not  shown  that  it  was  damaged  by 
any  undue  prejudice  which  may  have  existed  in  the  past. 
The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
98430'— 22— VOL  66 18 
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No.  11986. 

STA^rDARD  OIL  COMPANY  (KENTUCKY) 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GKNERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ILLINOIS  CENTKAL 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BuhmitteA  July  9, 1S21.    Decided  January  13, 19tt. 


Kates  on  gasoline  and  refined  oils  from  North  Baton  Ronge,  La.,  to  Ouin  and 
Carbon  Hill,  Ala.,  found  unreasonable.    Reparation  awarded. 

A.  M.  Stephens  and  Charles  Van  Overbeke  for  complainant. 

John  C,  Brooke  and  John  F,  Finerty  for  Director  Geaeral,  as 
Agent. 

Repobt  of  the  Cohhissiok. 
Division  3,  Coumissionebs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Cahpbblu 
By  Division  3: 

Exceptions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  the  Director  General  of  Bail- 
roads,  as  Agent,  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant  corporation  alleges  by  complaint  seasonably  filed,  as 
amended,  that  the  class  rates  on  which  defendants  base  a  claim  for 
$8,278.68  undercharges  for  the  transportation  of  79  tank-car  loads 
of  gasoline  and  refined  oils  from  North  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  to  Carbon 
Hill  and  Guin,  Ala.,  between  February  1,  1917,  and  May  8,  1930, 
inclusive,  and  the  class  rates  charged  on  this  traffic  from  the  latter 
date  to  August  10, 1920,  were  unreasonable,  unjastly  discriminatory, 
and  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  commodity 
rates  contemporaneously  in  effect  from  and  to  the  same  points.  We 
are  asked  to  require  defendants  to  relieve  complainant  from  all 
liability  for  the  undercharges  sought  to  be  collected  on  shipments 
which  moved  on  and  before  May  8,  1920,  and  to  award  reparation 
on  shipments  delivered  since  that  date.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents 
per  100  pounds  and  do  not  include  the  general  increases  authorized 
by  us  on  July  29,  1920. 

All  the  shipments  were  routed  by  the  shipper,  except  during  the 
period  of  federal  control,  when  routing  was  fixed  by  the  Railroad 
Administration.  The  routing  inserted  in  the  bills  of  lading  was 
either  "  Y.  &  M.  V.,  I.  C,  St  L.  &  S.  F."  or  "  Y.  A  M.  V.,  Memphis, 
St.  L.  A  S.  F.,"  and  the  movemeoit  appears  to  have  been  over  these 
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routes.  The  Standard  Oil  Company  of  Louisiana  has  a  large  refiner; 
at  North  Baton  Itouge.  During  the  years  1913  and  1914  complainant 
erect«d  bulk  storage  stations  at  Guin  and  Carbon  Hill,  points  on  the 
St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco,  hereinafter  called  the  Frisco,  about  mid- 
way between  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Birmingham,  Ala. 

The  rates  applicable  over  the  routes  of  movement  were  class  rates 
of  56  cents  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  70  cents  from  that  date  to  May 
19,  1919,  and  SOM  cents  thereafter.  Charges  amounting  to  $1,727.21 
were  collected  on  shipments  aggregating  270,383  pounds  made  be- 
tween June  8,  1920,  and  August  10,  1920.  Upon  two  of  these  a 
fate  of  70  cents  was  assessed  in  error,  resulting  in  overcharges.  Dur- 
ing the  period  of  movement  commodity  rates  of  40  cents  prior  to 
June  25,  1918,  60  cents  from  that  date  until  October  29,  1918,  and 
44.5  cents  thereafter,  were  in  effect  from  North  Baton  Kouge  and 
Baton  Rouge,  La.,  to  Carbon  Hill  and  Quiu,  reflecting  changes  under 
authority  of  general  order  No.  28  and  freight  rate  anthority  No.  96 
of  the  Director  General.  These  rates  were  clearly  restricted  bo  as 
not  to  apply  over  the  Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley  and  Illinois  Cen- 
tr^.  The  routes  over  which  the  commodity  rates  were  applicable 
were  the  Louisians  Railway  &  Navigation  Company  to  New  Orleans, 
Us.,  and  certain  lines  b^ond.  They  are  more  ciircnitous  than  the 
roatee  of  movement.  Prior  to  October  29,  1918,  this  restriction  ap- 
pears to  have  applied  only  to  Guin  and  not  to  Carbon  Hill,  but  on 
that  date  it  was  made  applicable  to  both  points.  Effective  October 
10,  1920,  after  the  matter  had  been  called  to  the  carriers'  attention, 
this  routing  restriction  was  removed. 

It  was  defendants'  intention  that  the  commodity  rates  from  and 
to  these  points  should  apply  over  the  Yazoo  Jb  Mississippi  Valley  and 
Illinois  Central,  and  the  routing  restriction  was  the  result  of  error 
and  oversight  on  the  part  of  the  agent  publishing  the  tariff.  Com- 
modity rates  of  36,  45,  and  40.5  cents,  reflecting  the  changes  under 
general  order  No.  28  and  freight  rate  authority  No.  96,  applied  from 
the  same  points  to  Amory,  Miss.,  a  station  on  the  Frisco  87.2  miles 
west  of  Gain,  which  carried  the  same  routing  restriction,  but  com- 
modity rates  of  40,  SO,  and  44.5  cents,  reflecting  the  same  changes, 
also  applied  to  Amory  over  the  Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley  and 
Illinois  Central 

The  lowest  combination  on  Memphis  from  North  Baton  Bouge  to 
Guin  and  Carbon  Hill  was  40  cents  prior  to  June  25, 1918,  composed 
of  local  commodity  rates  of  14  cents  to  Memphis  and  26  cents  from 
Memphis  to  Guin  and  Carbon  HiU.  These  rates  were  increased 
under  general  order  No.  28  and  freight  rate  authority  No.  96.  The 
joint  class  rates  applicable  over  the  routes  of  movement  were  in  ex- 
cess of  the  aggregate  of  intermediate  rates. 
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We  find  that  the  rates  on  gasoline  and  refined  oil,  in  tank-car  loads, 
from  North  Baton  Eoiige  to  Guin  and  Carbon  Hill  over  the  Tazoo  & 
Mississippi  Valley,  the  Illinois  Central,  and  the  Frisco  between  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1917,  and  October  10,  1920,  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  40  cents  per  100  pounds  prior  to  June  26,  191S, 
50  cents  per  100  pounds  between  June  25, 1918,  and  October  29,  1918, 
and  44.5  cents  per  100  pounds  thereafter;  that  complainant  made  the 
shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon  at  the 
rates  herein  found  reasonable  on  the  shipments  which  moved  prior 
to  June  8,  1920,  and  at  the  rates  herein  found  unreasonable  on  the 
five  shipments  to  Guin  which  moved  between  June  8,  1920,  aJid  Au; 
gust  10,  1920,  inclusive;  that  the  collection  of  undercharges  on  the 
79  shipments  should  be  waived  by  defendants;  that  complainant  has 
been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges 
paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  fouod 
reasonable,  and  is  entitled  to  reparation  from  the  Yazoo  &  Missis- 
sippi Valley  Railroad  Company,  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company, 
and  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Company  in  the  sum  of  $524.01, 
which  includes  the  amounts  overcharged  on  two  shipments,  with 
interest. 

An  order  awarding  reparation  will  be  entered. 
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No.   121 IC.     . 

AMERICAN  AGEICULTUBAL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT.       * 

EiibmitUd  July  7, 19tl.    Decided  January  tS.  IDSZ. 

Rates  on  sulphuric  acid,  in  tank-car  lotids,  from  Cbnrlotte,  N.  C,  to  Greensboro, 
N.  C.  and  Columbia,  S.  C„  during  federal  control,  found  unreasooabl*. 
Roparatlon  awarded. 

E.  li.  Leiby  and  A.  J.  Whitman  for  complainant. 

Jokn  F.  Finerty  and  John  C.  Brooke  for  defendant. 
Report  op  the  Commibbton. 
Division  3,  Commissionehb  Haix,  Eastmax,  and  Campbell. 
Et  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  with  offices  in  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and 
fertilizer  factories  at  various  points  throughout  the  southeast,  alleges 
that  the  rates  charged  on  38  tank-car  loads  of  sulphuric  acid,  shipped 
between  December  4  and  31,  1918,  inclusive,  from  Charlotte,  N.  C, 
to  Greensboro,  N.  C,  and  Columbia,  S.  C.  were  unjust  and  unreason- 
able. Reparation  only  is  sought.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts 
per  ton  of  2,000  pounds  unless  otherwise  indicated. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  Southern,  18  cars,  aggregating  882.9 
tons,  to  Greensboro  and  20  cars,  aggregating  981.25  tons,  to  Colum- 
bia. Total  charges  of  $8,958.84  were  collected  at  Fhe  applicable 
sixth-class  rates  of  20  and  28  cents  per  100  pounds,'equivalent  to  $4 
and  $5.60  per  ton,  respectively,  the  minimum  carload  weight  having 
been  applied  on  some  of  the  shipments.  On  January  5,  1919,  as  the 
result  of  an  application  made  by  complainant  about  the  time  these 
shipments  began  to  move,  commodity  rates  of  $2.10  to  Greensboro 
and  $2.20  to  Columbia,  carload  jninimum  80,000  pounds,  were  estab- 
lished, based  upon  the  unpublished  southern  sulphuric-acid  scale, 
so  called. 

The  manufacture  of  fertilizer  in  the  southeastern  states  has  grown 
io  its  present  importance  largely  because  an  abundant  supply  of 
phosphate  rock  Is  there  available.  Sulphuric  acid  constitutes  about 
50  per  cent,  in  weight,  of  the  materials  used  and,  during  1818,  ap- 
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proximately  1^50,000  tons  of  sulphuric  acid  were  consumed  in  this 
manufacture.  The  rates  usually  applied  are  based  on  the  unpub- 
lished scale,  and  for  new  movements  are  generally  published  on  that 
basis  upon  seasonable  apQlication.  The  origin  of  this  scale  is  re- 
cited in  Du  Pont  de  Nemours  Powder  Co.  v.  Director  General,  57 
I,  C.  C,  54,  61.  There  had  been  no  previous  moTements  between 
the  points  here  considered.    Some  have  been  made  since. 

Sulphuric  acid  is  a  heavy-loading  commodity.  The  average 
weight  of  the  shipments  to  Greensboro  was  98,100  pounds,  and  of 
those  to  Columbia  98,125  pounds.  The  tank  cars  were  furnished. 
by  the  consignor.  For  the  haul  of  94  miles  from  Charlotte  to  Greens- 
boro, the  rate  assailed  yielded  ton-mile  earnings  of  ^.5  mills  and 
car-mile  earnings  of  $2.08.  To  Columbia,  107  miles,  the  ton-mile 
earnings  were  52.3  rnUls  and  the  car-mile  earnings  $2.56.  The  sub- 
sequently established  rates  would  have  yielded  ton-mile  earnings  of 
22.3  and  20.5  mills  and  car-mile  earnings  of  $1.09  and  $1,  respec- 
tively. The  latter  earnings  would  be  in  line  with  those  under  the 
rate  found  reasonable  on  contemporaneous  shipments  from  Charlotte 
to  Greenville,  S.  C,  considered  in  Virginia-Carolina  Chemical  Co,  v. 
Director  General,  61 1.  C.  C,  473,  and  compare  favorably  with  those 
accruing  under  other  rates  referred  to,  some  of  which  apply  for  joint- 
line  hauls.  The  subsequently  established  rates  are  only  slightly 
lower  than  the  prevailing  fertilizer  and  fertilizer-material  rates  in 
tills  region  for  like  distances,  and  are  higher  than  some.  The  last- 
named  products  move  in  ordinary  equipment  provided  by  carriers, 
usually  load  lighter  than  acid,  and,  in  many  instances,  are  higher  in 
value. 

Defendant  contends  that  reparation  should  not  be  awarded  because 
application  for  the  commodity  rates  was  not  made  in  season  to  per- 
mit of  their  being  made  effective  before  this  movement,  and  in  sup- 
port of  this  contention  cites  Midland  Refining  Co.  v.  Director  Gen- 
eral, 60  I.  C.  C„  125.  The  application  was  made  within  one  week 
after  contracts  for  purchase  of  this  acid  were  closed,  and  shipments 
began  to  move  at  once.  Complainant  asserts  that  its  previous  supply 
of  acid  had  been  largely  cut  off,  and  that  the  limited  time  available 
in  which  to  secure  a  supply  from  Charlotte  did  not  admit  of  its 
making  earlier  request  for  publication  of  the  rates  sought 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  $2,10  to  Greensboro  and  $2.20  te  Columbia;  that 
the  shipments  were  made  as  described;  that  complainant  paid  and 
bore  the  charges  thereon  and  has  been  damaged  in  the  amoimt  of  the 
difference  between  the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have 
accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable ;  and  that  it  is  entitled 
to  reparation  in  the  amount  of  $4,946,  with  interest. 

An  order  awarding  reparation  will  be  entered. 
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No.  12178. 

HILB  &  BAUER 

V, 

DIBECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


SuJmilted  J%av  18,  IStl.    Decided.  January  tS,  19SM. 


diargea  api^laible  on  scrap  Iron,  In  carloads,  between  potnta  within  tbe  switch- 
ing limits  of  Cincinnati,  Oblo,  and  Andrews,  Ey.,  found  noreaaonable. 
Reparation  awarded. 

BUton  G.  Rardin  for  complainants. 

Royal  MoKenna  and  Fred  W.  Heid  for  defendant. 

Rkpobt  or  TH»  Commission. 
Division  3,  Comhissionebs  Haix,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

ComplainaDts  are  William  M.  and  Gustav  H.  Hilb,  Emanuel  Bauer, 
and  Leopold  Wolf,  copartners  dealing  in  scrap  iron  and  steel  at  Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio,  under  the  trade  name  of  Hilb  &  Bauer,  By  complaint 
filed  January  20, 1921,  tfaey  allege  that  the  charges  applicable  on  104 
-»rloads  of  scrap  iron,  shipped  from  various  points  within  the  Cin- 
cinnati switching  limits  to  Andrews,  Ky.,  and  on  1  carload  shipped 
from  Andrews  to  complainants'  Biding  in  Cincinnati,  between  June 
26,  1918,  and  January  81,  1919,  were  unreasonable.  We  are  asked 
to  award  reparation. 

Andrews  is  a  local  point  on  the  Louisville  &  Nashville,  herein- 
after termed  the  L.  &  N.,  on  the  south  bank  of  the  Ohio  River  about 
5  miles  south  of  Cincinnati.  All  of  the  slfipments  were  made  dur- 
ing federal  control  and  the  claim  for  reparation  is  only  against  the 
Director  General  of  Railroads,  as  Agent,  the  sole  defendant  in  this 
proceeding.  The  shipments  to  Andrews,  aggregating  6,937,330 
pounds,  originated  on  the  lines  of  various  carriers  at  different  points 
within  the  Cincinnati  switching  limits  and  moved  over  one  or  more 
of  these  lines  to  paints  of  interchange  with  the  L.  St  N.  at  the  north 
end  of  either  the  latter*8  bridge  or  that  of  the  Covington  &  Cin- 
cinnati Elevated  Transfer  &,  Bridge  Company,  termed  the  C.  &  C. 
For  these  services  the  switching  charges  published  by  the  respective 
carriers  were  applicable.    After  such  delivery  near  a  north  bridge- 
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head  the  cars  were  moved  by  defendant  across  one  of  these  bridges 
to  Decoursey  or  Latonia,  Ky,,  there  classified,  and  moved  to  Wildors, 
Ky.  The  consignee's  engine  moved  the  cars  from  the  latter  point 
to  its  plant  at  Andrews.  The  shipment  from  Andrews,  weighing 
69,100-  pounds,  was  moved  over  the  lines  of  the  L.  &  N.  and  the 
Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  &  St.  Louis.  Neither  the  total  haol 
nor  the  part  performed  by  defendant  in  his  operation  of  the  L.  &  N. 
is  shown  in  every  instance.  The  record  indicates  that  such  part 
ranged  from  11.5  to  20  miles.  The  applicable  charges  therefor 
were  on  the  basis  of  a  rate  of  1.S  cents  per  100  pounds,. minimum 
and  maximum  $15  per  car.  Some  of  the  shipments  originated  at 
complainants'  siding  in  Cincinnati  and  were  undercharged.  Except- 
ing these,  the  charges  collected  were  the  sums  of  the  switching 
charges  above  mentioned  ahd  defendant's  charge  of  $15  per  car. 
Complainants  attack  the  latter  as  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it 
exceeded  a  minimum  of  $6.50  and  a  maximum  of  $10  per  car. 

For  many  years  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  the  charge  of  the  L.  &  N. 
for  this  service  was  1.25  cents  per  100  pounds,  minimum  $5  and 
maximum  $8  per  car.  Complainants  contend  that  this  movement  was 
a  switching  service,  and  that  the  establishment  of  a  minimum  charge 
of  $15  per  car  in  connection  with  the  rate  as  increased  to  1.5  cents 
per  100  pounds  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General 
of  Bailroads  was  a  violation  of  that  order,  which  limited  the  appli- 
cation of  the  $15  minimum  to  line  hauls.  On  January  31,  1919,  the 
minimum  and  maximum  charges  under  this  rate  were  reduced  to 
$6.50  and  $10  per  car,  respectively,  representing  an  increase  of  25 
per  cent  in  the  charges  applicable  prior  to  general  order  No.  28. 

Defendant  contends  that  these  shipments  were  handled  under 
regular  billing,  in  trains  subject  to  orders  of  train  dispatchers,  and 
that  the  movement  performed  was  a  line-haul  service  which  necessi- 
tated the  crossing  of  one  or  more  river  bridges  and  considerable 
switching  and  back  hauling.  Andrews  is  not  shown  in  the  govern- 
ing tariffs  as  a  point  within  the  Cincinnati  switching  limits,  and  the 
rate  of  1.5  cents  per  100  pounds,  minimum  and  maximum  $15,  is 
published  as  a  transportation  charge  on  carload  traffic  between  An- 
drews and  other  points  in  Kentucky,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Cincin- 
nati, on  the  other.  The  service  performed  by  defendant  in  receiving 
the  cars  from  the  switching  lines  and  delivering  them  to  the  con- 
signee, or  vice  versa,  was  less  than  is  generally  performed  in  connec- 
tion with  line  hauls.  No  evidence  was  offered  by  defendant  in  sup- 
port of  the  inherent  reasonableness  of  the  charges  attacked.  We  are 
of  opinion  that  the  service  was  a  line  haul. 

Based  on  a  lading  of  56,000  pounds,  the  through  chapgea  to  An- 
drews from  Lockland,  Oakley,  and  Kod  Bank,  Ohio,  representativ* 
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of  the  points  of  origin,  yielded  car-mile  earnings  of  $1557,  $1,348, 
and  $1.73,  respectively.  These  are  compared  by  complain&nts  -with 
car-mile  earnings  ranging  from  50.1  to  96.3  cents  under  the  combined 
charges  of  two  carriers  other  than  the  L.  &  N.  from  the  same  points 
to  Cleves,  Ohio,  and  Silver  Grove,  Ky.,  for  greater  distances.  The 
hauls  to  the  latter  points  were  entirely  within  the  Cincinnati  switch- 
ing limits,  but  in  some  instances  a  part  of  the  haul  was  over  the  rails 
and  bridges  i&ed  by  defendant  in  transporting  the  shipments  here 
consid«^.  Comparison  is  also  made  with  earnings  of  46.6  cents  per 
car-mile  for  a  haul  of  26.8  miles  over  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  from 
Oakley  to  Xoiiih  Bend,  Ohio,  both  within  the  Cincinnati  switching 
limits. 

We  find  that  the  charges  applicable  on  complainants'  shipments 
were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  those  which  would 
have  accrued  under  combinations  composed  of  the  applicable  switch- 
ing charges  for  services  other  than  movement  over  the  lines  of  the 
Louisville  &  Nashville,  and  a  rate  of  1.5  cents  per  100  pounds,  mini- 
mum and  maximum  respectively  $6.50  and  $10  per  car ;  that  com- 
plainants made  the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the 
charges  thereon ;  that  they  have  been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the 
difference  between  the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have  ac- 
crued on  the  basis  herein  found  to  have  been  reasonable ;  and  that 
they  are  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest.  Complainants  should 
comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice.  Authority  is  granted 
to  waive  collection  of  outstanding  undercharges. 
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No.  11589. 
MOKEIS  &  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ATCHISON,  TOPEKA.  & 
SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Suhmmed  February  18,  192U    Decided  February  8, 19tt. 


Rates  on  bogs,  In  carloads,  In  sii^le-deck  cars,  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kan&, 
and  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  to  Oklahoma  City,  OUa.,  found  to  have  been  and  to 
be  anreasonable.  Reparation  awarded  and  reasonable  rates  for  the  fatore 
prescribed. 

Luther  M.  Walter  and  John  S,  Burchmore  for  complainant. 
F.  E.  Andrews,  C.  S.  Burg,  A.  B.  Enochs  and  E.  TT.  Davia  for  de- 
fendants. 
Alexomder  M.  Bull  for  Director  General  of  Railroads. 

Report  of  the  Commission. 
Division  2,  CoMMiBaiONEiis  McChord,  Daniels,  and  Esch. 
McChohd,  Chairman: 

The  defendants  have  filed  exceptions  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner,  and  the  parties  have  been  heard  in  oral  argument. 

The  complainant  is  a  corporation,  engaged  in  the  slaughter  of  live 
stock  and  the  sale  of  the  products  thereof,  with  a  packing  plant  at 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  By  complaint  Bled  June  28,  1920,  it  assails 
the  rate  of  45.5  cents  per  100  pounds,  minimum  weight  17,000  pounds, 
charged  by  the  defendants  for  the  transportation  of  19  single-deck 
carloads  of  hogs  shipped  August  12  and  November  13, 1918,  from  St. 
Joseph,  Mo.,  and  of  139  single-deck  carloads  of  hogs  shipped  at 
various  dates  between  July  30  and  December  19,  1918,  from  Kansas 
City,  Mo.-Kans.,  all  to  Oklahoma  City.  Complainant  alleges,  among 
other  things,  that  the  rate  was  unreasonable,  in  violation  of  section  1 
of  the  interstate  commerce  act  and  of  section  10  of  the  federal  con- 
trol act,  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  the  scale  prescribed  in  Inveeti- 
gation  of  Alleged  Unreasonable  Rates  on  Meats,  22  I.  C.  C,  160,  in- 
creased pursuant  to  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of 
Railroads,  for  343  miles,  the  short-line  distance  from  Kansas  City  to 
Oklahoma  City.  The  prayer  is  for  reparation  and  for  reasonable 
rates  for  the  future.  Rates  hereinafter  mentioned  are  per  100  pounds. 
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In  WUson  c6  Co.  v.  Director  General,  62  I.  C.  C,  171,  in  which  the 
complainant  in  this  case  interreoed,  we  prescribed,  aa  of  the  period 
of  the  shipments  herein,  rates  of  37  and  40.5  cents  for  single-line  and 
joint-line  hauls,  respectivelj,  on  single-deek  carloads  of  hogs  frtua 
Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.,  to  Oklahoma  City,  subject  on  and  after 
August  26,  1920,  to  the  increases  authorized  in  Inareaaed  Rates,  19S0, 
58  I.  C.  C,  220,  and  to  specified  minimum  weights  graduated  to' vary- 
ing car  lengths.  Complainant  herein  desired  to  have  the  record  in 
that  case  made  part  of  the  record  in  this,  but  was  unable  to  furnish 
a  cop;  thereof  for  use  as  an  exhibit,  and  its  own  exhibits  introduced 
therein  were  brought  down  to  date  and  introduced  in  this  record.  A 
careful  review  of  the  evidence  indicates,  as  do  the  briefs  on  both  sides, 
that  no  other  conclusion  than  that  reached  in  that  case  should  be 
reached  in  this  in  respect  of  the  same  question. 

In  view  of  our  conclusions  herein  certain  allegations  of  unjust 
discrimination  and  undue  prejudice  may  be  disregarded.  The  ques- 
tion remaining  for  determination  is,  whether  St.  Joseph  should  be 
grouped  with  Kansas  City  on  the  same  traffic  to  Oklahoma  City, 
although  37  miles  farther  distant  by  the  short  line.  The  distance 
scale  which  was  made  the  basis  of  our  determination  in  WUaon  <&  Co. 
V.  Director  Oeneral,  supra,  was  likewise  used  in  Swift  (&  Co.  v.  Direc- 
tor General,  62  I.  C.  C.,  166,  in  prescribing  reasonable  carload  rates 
on  hogs,  single-deck  and  double-deck  cars,  from  several  points  to 
North  Fort  Worth,  Tex. ;  and  in  the  latter  case  we  found  that  equal 
rates  from  South  St.  Joseph  and  Kansas  City  should  be  maintained. 
Most  of  what  was  said  in  our  report  in  that  case,  such  as  concerns 
the  grouping  of  the  two  points,  the  character  of  the  evidence  adduced, 
the  apparently  unusual  movement,  and  other  matters,  is  applicable 
here.  All  things  considered,  including  the  basis  upon  which  the 
Kansas  City-Oklahoma  City  rates  were  prescribed,  we  are  of  opinion 
that  to  the  same  destination  on  the  traffic  in  question  St.  Joseph 
should  continue  to  take  £he  same  rates. 

Following  WHson  ds  Co.  v.  Director  General,  supra,  and  upon  all 
the  facts  of  record,  we  find  that  during  the  period  of  the  shipments 
the  rate  assailed  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  37 
cents  for  single-line  hauls  and  40.5  cents  for  joint-line  hauls,  mini- 
mum weight  17,000  pounds.  Reasonable  rates  and  minimum  weights 
for  the  future  from  Kansas  City  to  Oklahoma  City  having  been  pre> 
scribed  in  the  case  last  above  cited,  we  find  that  for  the  future  reason- 
able rates  from  St.  Joseph  to  Oklahoma  City  will  be  those  that  do 
not  exceed  the  rates,  subject  to  the  minimum  weights,  contemporane- 
ously in  effect  from  Kansas  City  to  the  same  destination  j  and  an 
order  to  that  effect  will  be  entered. 
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,  We  further  find  that  complainant  made  the  shipments  as  described 
and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon ;  that  it  was  damaged  thereby 
in  the  amount  that  Uie  charges  paid  exceeded  those  that  would  iiAve 
accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  it  is  enti- 
tled to  reparation  accordingly,  with  interest,  from  the  Director 
General  of  Railroads,  as  Agent.  The  exact  amount  of  reparation 
due  can  not  be  determined  upon  the  record,  and  complainant  should 
oomply  with  rule  V  of  the  Kules  of  Friu:tice. 

Danibls,  Commis»ioner,  concurring  in  part: 

I  agree  that  the  scale  herein  proposed  will  for  the  future  be  a 
reasonable  scale  for  the  territory  covered,  and  desirable  in  the  in- 
terest of  rate  'uniformity.  That,  on  a  sporadic  movement,  ttte  ex- 
action of  a  rate  increased  less  than  25  per  cent  injured  and  damaged 
complainant,  and  entitles  it  to  reparation,  is,  I  think,  not  estab- 
lished. 

aBLca 
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No.  11116. 

BEAVER  SAND  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


DIEECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  BEAVER  VALLEY 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bttbmilled  November  10,  19S0.    Deoided  Januaty  £7,  19S2. 


GompltUnants'  prayer  lot  the  eatabllahment  of  through  routes  and  Joint  ratea 
to  and  from  their  plants  st  Beaver,  Pa.,  tn  connection  with  the  Beaver 
Valley  Railroad  and  defendant  trunk  lines  dented,  and  combination  rates 
In  effect  tn  xnd  from  complainants'  plants  found  not  anreasonable  ot  uncTUly 
prejudicial.    Complaint  dismissed. 

Borders,  Walter  <&  Burchmore  and  WiUiam,  W.  Collin,  jr.,  for 
complainants. 

■     C.  L.  Dickson  for  Beaver  Valley  Railroad  CompaDy. 
James  SMUweU  and  Guernsey  Orcutt  for  other  defendants. 

Report  of  the  Coiimusiom. 

Division  1,  Comhissionebb  McChord,  Meter,  and  Aitchison. 
Bt  Division  1  : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainants  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner. 

The  complainants,  Beaver  Sand  Company  and  Cook-Anderson 
Company,  are  corporations  engaged  in  the  sand  business  and  the 
builders'  supply  business,  respectively,  at  Beaver,  Pa,  Beaver  is 
one  of  several  small  towns  constituting  a  continuous  industrial  dis- 
trict near  the  confluence  of  tiie  Beaver  and  the  Ohio  rivers,  about 
25  miles  northwest  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  Beaver  is  served  by  two 
trunk  lines,  the  Pittsburgh  &  Lake  Erie  and  the  Pennsylvania,  which 
will  hereinafter  be  referred  to  as  the  defendants.  It  is  also  served 
by  the  Beaver  Valley,  .approximately  3  miles  long,  which  extends 
through  Beaver  and  connects  with  the  Pittsburgh  &  Lake  Erie  at 
Bridgewater,  Pa.,  on  the  east  and  with  the  Pennsylvania  at  Van- 
port,  Pa.,  on  the  west.  The  complainants'  plants  are  served  by  in- 
dustrial sidings  connected  with  the  Beaver  Valley  only,  the  Beaver 
Sand  Company  being  located  about  midway  between  the  Beaver 
Valley's  connections  with  the  defendants  and  the  Cook-Anderson 
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Company  being  located  about  1  mile  from  the  connection  with  the 
Pittsburgh  &  Lake  Erie  and  2  miles  from  the  connection  with  the 
Pennsylvania.  The  defendants  decline  to  recognize  the  Beaver 
Valley  as  a  common  carrier  or  to  participate  in  through  routes  or 
joint  rates  with  it,  and  its  charges,  amounting  to  $3  per  car  piiw 
to  February  27,  1920,  and  $4  per  car  since  that  date,  have  always 
been  in  addition  to  the  defendants'  rates  to  and  from  the  junction 
points,  which  are  the  same  as  to  and  from  Beaver. 

The  complaint,  filed  December  31,  1919,  alleges  that  the  rat«a  to 
and  from  complainants'  plants  are  unreasonable  and  unduly  pre- 
judicial to  the  extent  they  exceed  the  rates  contemporaneously  main- 
tained to  and  from  Beaver  by  the  defendants.  We  are  asked  to  pre- 
scribe through  routes  and  reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  joint  rates 
for  the  future  on  interstate  trafHc  and  to  award  reparation. 

The  Beaver  Valley  is  named  as  a  defendant.  It  admits  practi- 
cally all  the  material  allegations  of  the  complaint  and  concedes  that 
complainants  are  entitled  to  the  relief  prayed  for  bnt  disclaims  re- 
sponsibility for  the  alleged  excessive  charges  and  asks  that  as  to  it  the 
prayer  for  reparation  be  dismissed. 

The  defendants  take  issue  with  the  allegations  that  the  Beaver 
Valley  is  a  common  carrier  and  therefore.it  may  he  well  at  the 
outset  to  examine  the  facts  bearing  upon  this  question.  The  Bea- 
ver Valley  was  organized  in  1899  but  did  not  commence  opera- 
tions until  1904.  The  builders  owned  considerable  property  in  and 
around  Beaver  and  contemplated  building  a  steel  plant  there  which 
the  railroad  was  to  serve,  but  for  various  reasons  the  steel-plant 
project  was  never  carried  out.  The  Beaver  Valley  has  a  capital 
stock  of  $100,000,  all  of  which  has  been  issued  and  is  owned,  897 
shares  by  the  estate  of  J.  N.  Pew,  100  shares  by  the  estate  of  A.  E. 
Pew,  and  I  share  each  by  three  individuals.  It  has  no  bonds,  but 
on  December  31, 1919,  it  was  indebted  to  the  estate  of  J.  N.  Pew  in 
the  sum  of  $132,279  on  which  it  paid  no  interest.  The  Beaver  Val- 
ley has  approximately  3  miles  of  standard-gauge  main  track,  0.79 
mile  of  sidings,  one  small  locomotive,  and  one  coal  car,  all  of  which 
it  owns.  It  handles  nothing  hut  freight,  does  not  issue  bills  of  lad- 
ing or  assess  demurrage  charges,  employs  only  one  train  crew,  and 
operates  only  eight  hours  each  day.  It  has  five  industrial  sidings, ' 
including  two  to  the  Cook-Anderson  Company  and  one  to  the  Beaver 
Sand  Company,  and  three  team  tracks  which  are  accessible  to  and 
used  by  the  general  public.  None  of  the  shippers  or  receivers  of 
freight  served  by  this  road  has  any  financial  interest  in  it.  It  files 
tariffs  and  annual  reports  with  and  keeps  its  accounts  as  required 
by  this  Commission.  During  the  calendar  year  1918  the  Beaver 
Valley  handled  395  cars  of  freight  inbound  to  industries,  451  cars 
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ODtbqund  from  industries,  158  cara  inbound  and  outbound  to  and 
from  tflam  tracks,  and  42  cars  from  one  trunk  line  to  the  other,  for 
a  revenue  of  $3,138;  during  the  calendar  year  1919  it  handled  306 
cars  of  freight  inbound  to  industries,  401  cars  outbound  from  indus- 
tries, 102  cars  inbound  and  outbound  to  and  from  team  tracks,  15 
cars  from  one  trunk  line  to  the  other,  and  15  cars  locally  between 
points  on  its  line,  for  a  revcDue  of  ^,517.  The  operations  of  this 
road  have  not  been  successful  financially.  The  last  annual  report 
shoTTs  that  it  was  operated  during  the  year  1918  at  a  net  loss  of 
$11,656.47  and  that  its  total  deficit  at  the  end  of  that  year  was 
$119,846.34. 

It  will  be  noted  that  in  a  few  instances  cars  were  switched  between 
the  connecting  trunk  lines  by  the  Beaver  Valley.  It  was  explained, 
that  this  was  the  result  of  routing  instructions  by  the  shippers; 
that  it  could  only  be  accomplished  by  separate  billing  and  the 
payment  of  the  local  rates  to  and  beyond  the  Beaver  Valley  as  well 
as  the  payment  of  the  charges  of  that  line. 

The  defendants'  contention  tiiat  the  Beaver  Valley  is  not  a  com- 
mon carrier  appears  to  be  based  mainly  on  its  short  length,  the 
scarcity  of  its  equipment  and  the  limited  extent  of  its  operations. 
The  size  of  a  road  does  not  determine  its  character.  .It  appears  that 
there  is  a  bona  fide  holding  out  by  the  Beaver  Valley  to  perform 
a  transportation  service  for  the  public  at  rates  published  and  filed 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law,  and  that  its  services  and  facilities 
are  available  to  and  actually  employed  by  the  public;  and  the  con- 
clusion that  it  is  a  common  carrier  seems  unescapable. 

The  complainant  sand  company  referred  to  a  number  of  points 
at  distances  ranging  from  5  miles  to  22  miles  from  Beaver  at  which 
are  located  sand  plants  with  which  the  complainant  company  is  in 
direct  competition,  and  which  are  served  in  most  cases  by  one  or 
the  other  of  the  defendants  over  industrial  sidings,  switching  to  and 
from  the  plants  being  performed  without  charge  in  addition  to  the 
line-haul  rates.  One  plant  referred  to  at  New  Castle,  Pa.,  is  served 
by  the  Buffalo,  Bochester  &  Pittsburgh  and  the  switching  charges 
of  that  road  are  absorbed  by  the  defendants  on  trafBc  on  which  they 
have  line  hauls.  Another  competing  plant  at  Woodlawn,  Pa.,  is 
served  by  the  Aliquippa  Southern,  an  industrial  line  serving  a  steel 
plant  and  connecting  with  the  Pittsburgh  &  Lake  Erie  at  that  point. 
This  road  makes  a  switching  charge  of  10  cents' per  ton  of  which 
the  Pittsburgh  4  Lake  Erie  absorbs  4.33  cents  on  a  plant-facihty 
basis,  leaving  5,67  cents  in  addition  to  the  line-haul  rate  to  be  paid 
by  the  sand  company.  The  reasonableness  of  this  allowance  is  now 
at  issue  before  us  in  another  proceeding. 

The  complainant  Cook-Anderson  Company  named  a  number  of 
competitors  located  at  various  points  in  the  industrial  district  in 
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which  Beaver  is  situated,  most  of  which  are  connected  by  sidiiif^ 
with  one  or  the  other  of  the  defendants.  It  appears  that  generalty 
speaking,  each  of  these  roads  performs  switching  for  plants  which  it 
serves  without  charge  in  addition  to  the  line-haul  rates  and  abeortn 
the  switching  charges  of  the  other  on  traffic  on  which  it  has  a  line 
haul.  Interchange  between  the  defendants  is  made  at  Beaver  Falls, 
Pa.,  also  a  part  of  the  industrial  district  above  referred  to,  over  a 
short  line  known  as  the  Beaver  Falls  Marginal  Bailroad  owned 
by  the  Pennsylvania.  The  complainants  also  refer  to  various  in- 
stances of  short  common -carrier  lines  in  this  territory  either  inde- 
pendent, owned  by  one  or  the  other  of  the  defendants,  or  by  indus- 
tries, with  which  the  defendants  participate  in  joint  rates  or  whose 
switching  charges  they  absorb  wholly  or  in  part. 

The  defendants  insist  that  there  is  not  sufficient  basis  for  requir- 
ing them  to  participate  in  joint  rates  with  or  to  absorb  the  charges  of 
the  Beaver  Valley.  They  contend  that  Beaver  has  better  transporta- 
tion service  than  most  towns  of  its  size  in  thiit  it  is  reached  by  two 
trunk  lines;  that  the  service  which  these  lines  are  prepared  to  and 
do  render  is  entirely  adequate  to  the  needs  of  the  community  as  « 
whole;  that  there  was  never  any  necessity  for  the  construction  of 
the  Beaver  Valley ;  and  that  if  the  defendants  were  to  participate 
in  joint  rates  with  or  absorb  the  charges  of  the  Beaver  Valley,  they 
would  be  building  up  a  competitor  at  their  own  expense,  depleting 
their  revenues  and  creating  a  dangerous  precedent.  Complainant 
Cook-Anderson  Company  was  doing  business  prior  to  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Beaver  Valley  and  drayed  its  traffic  to  and  from  the  Pitts- 
burgh &  Lake  Erie  team  tracks.  The  sand  company  has  only  been  in 
active  operation  since  the  construction  of  the  Beaver  Valley,  and  tes- 
tified that  no  sand  company  could  operate  successfully  if  it  had  to 
dray  its  products  to  a  railroad's  team  track.  In  this  connection  de- 
fendaixts  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  industries  on  other  lines 
which  they  serve  over  industrial  sidings  obtained  this  service  by  the 
execution  of  contracts  under  the  terms  of  which  the  cost  of  building 
and  maintaining  the  sidetracks  was  paid  by  the  industry.  If  the  com- 
plainants were  willing  to  bear  the  expense  of  building  and  maintain- 
ing sidetracks  between  their  plants  and  defendants'  lines,  the  de- 
fendants would  perform  complainants'  switching  without  charge  in 
addition  to  the  line-haul  rates,  but  the  complainants  state  that  this 
would  be  too  expensive  and  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  such  sidings 
if  constructed  would  he  a  duplication  of  the  existing  connectioD 
afforded  by  the  Beaver  Valley. 

The  mere  fact  that  one  common-carrier  railroad  has  a  physical 
connection  with  another  is  not  of  itself  sufficient  gronnd  npm 
which  to  base  an  order  requiring  the  establisbnient  of  joint  rates 
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over  those  roads.  The  question  of  whether  or  not  the  establishment 
of  joint  rates  should  be  required  is  one  calling  for  the  exercise 
of  our  judgment  upon  the  circumstances  and  conditions  of  each 
particular  case.  The  act  to  regulate  commerce,  as  amended  by  "the 
transportation  act,  1920,  provides  that  the  Commission  may  and 
shall  establish  joint  rates  "  whenever  deemed  by  it  to  be  necessary 
or  desirable  in  the  public  interest."  In  C  dk  M.  EUo.  R.  R.  Co.  v. 
ItUnoia  Centred  R.  R.  Co.,  13  I.  C.  C,  20,  in  discussing  a  suggestion 
that  the  then  existing  provision  of  the  law  with  respect  to  tlie  estab- 
lishment of  through  routes  and  joint  rates  was  mandatory,  we  said: 

We  are  no&ble  to  perceive  the  force  ot  this  suggf«tlon.  It  proceeds  appar- 
ently on  the  theory  that  the  sole  object  ot  the  provision  above  quoted  was  to 
afford  a  means  by  which  new  lines,  with  the  aid  of  the  Commission,  may 
profitably  force  their  way  into  shipping  districts  built  up  and  already  well 
and  adequately  served  by  older  lines,  and  thus  seize  and  divide  with  the  latter 
such  traffic  as  may  be  ofTered  foe  moTemeut.  If  that  be  the  Import  of  the 
clause  In  question,  It  is  too  well  concealed  to  be  rendily  discernible.  *  •  • 
While  It  may  not  be  doubted  that  a  railroad  company  Is  competent  to  file  a 
complaint  before  us  under  the  clause  In  question  and  to  demand  an  order 
WtabUshiDg  tbrouRh  routes  and  Joint  rates  with  Its  consectlonB,  Its  riicht  to 
Butdi  relief  is  to  be  tested  by  the  needs  of  the  community  which  it  seeks  thua 
to  serve,  and  not  by  the  fact  that  stfttlona  on  Us  line  in  such  commuaities 
have  not  been  accorded  such  routes  and  rates  by  connecting  lines. 
And  in  Blakely  Southern  R.  R.  Co.  v.  A.  C.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  26  I.  C.  C, 
344,  we  said : 

It  would,  however,  be  most  unfortunate  If  this  Gomniisslon  were  to  require 
the  promulgation  of  Joint  through  rates  t)etwoen  older  and  established  trunk 
lines  end  such  small  local  carriers,  irrespective  of  the  necessities  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  community  served  and  of  Justice  to  the  trunk  lines.  It  Is 
dllBcalt  to  see  upon  what  ground  this  Commission  could  say  that  the  service 
which  the  two  trunk  lines  Involved  In  this  proceeding  are  now  furnishing  to  the 
towns  of  Blakely  and  Jakln  is  not  reasonably  adequate. 

While  the  existence  of  through  routes  and  joint  rates  in  connection 
with  the  Beaver  Valley  and  the  defendants  would  undoubtedly  be  a 
convenience  and  result  in  a  financial  saving  to  the  complainants,  this 
fact  alone  does  not  warrant  their  establishment.  Upon  a  considera- 
tion of  the  whole  record  it  would  appear  that  from  the  standpoint  of 
reasonableness  the  defendants'  objections  to  the  establishment  of 
joint  rat«8  with  the  Beaver  Valley  are  well  taken  and  afford  a  suffi- 
cient justification  for  their  position. 

The  complainants,  however,  also  emphasize  the  allegation  of  undue 
prejudice  and  contend  that  the  refusal  of  the  defendants  to  partici* 
pate  in  joint  rates  with,  or  absorb  the  charges  of,  the  Beaver  Valley 
white  participating  in  joint  rates  with  or  absorbing  the  switching 
charges  of  trunk  lines  and  short  common-carrier  lines  either  inde- 
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pendemt,  owned  by  <me  or  tha  other  of  the  defend&nts,  oc  by  indns- 
tries,  resnlts  in  nndne  prBferance  to  ocnopUiiuuits'  competitors  located 
on  soch  Hoes  and  cornqKuiding  prejadice  to  the  complainants. 
There  was  considenbla  discasBion  upon  the  record  with  reference  to 
the  reciprocal  character  of  these  absorptions  by  the  trunk  lines  in 
certain  instances,  bat  it  does  not  appear  neceesary  to  go  into  that 
qaestion.  In  the  absence  of  any  showing  to  the  contrary  it  must  be 
presumed  that  the  various  roads  with  which  the  defendants  partici- 
pate in  joint  rat«s  or  whose  charges  they  absorb  constitute  proper 
parts  of  the  facilities  for  throogh  transportation  to  and  from  the 
communities  or  territories  in  which  they  operate,  and  that  they  an 
entitled  to  the  treatment  they  receive  from  the  defendants  in  so  br 
as  joint  rates  or  absorption  of  switching  chargee  are  concerned,  being 
distingaisbable,  in  these  respects,  from  the  Beaver  Valley.  The 
location  of  industries  on  such  roads  places  them  in  a  sitaaticm  differ- 
ent from  that  of  industries  served  by  the  Beaver  Valley  to  an  extent 
sufficient  to  render  not  undue  any  preference  which  they  enjoy  over 
complainants  by  reason  of  the  participation  by  defendants  in  joint 
rates  with  or  Uie  absorption  by  them  of  switching  chargee  of  tin 
linea  on  which  such  industries  are  located. 

The  complainants  do  not  atta<^  the  separate  rates  of  the  Beaver 
Valley  or  the  rates  of  the  trunk  lines  to  and  from  Beaver  Valley.  The 
sole  basis  for  the  complaint  is  that  the  Beaver  rates  should  apply  to 
and  from  complainants'  plants,  and  there  is  no  basis  of  record  for  a 
condemnation  of  the  combination  rate. 

We  find  that  the  charges  assailed  were  not  and  are  not  unreason- 
able or  unduly  prejudicial,  and  that  the  record  here  presented  does 
not  justify  the  establishment  of  through  routes  and  jtHnt  rates  to 
and  from  complainants'  plants  via  the  Beaver  Valley  and  the  de- 
fendant tnmk  lines.    Hie  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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Ko.  11998. 
E.  I.  DU  PONT  DE  NEMOURS  &  COMPANY 

V, 

DIBECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  DELAWARE,  LACKA- 
WANNA  &  WESTERN  RAILKOAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BubmUei  Augutt  SO,  19tl.    Decided  Januani  SO,  19a. 


ILatM  on  mixed  or  nltnttng  add.  In  tank-car  loads,  from  Hopatcong  and  Baskell, 
N.  J.,  to  Arlington,  N.  J.,  during  federal  control,  found  nnreasonable.  Bepa- 
ration  awarded. 

Sarvey  S.  Farrow  for  complainants. 

Marion  B.  Fierce  for  defendajits. 

Repoht  of  the  Comhibsion, 
DmsioK  8,  CoHHissioNZfis  Hall,  Easthan,  akd  Campbell. 
Bt  DmeiON  8 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  b;  the  examiner. 
We  have  reached  conclusions  differing  somewhat  from  those  recom- 
mended  by  him. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  manufacturing  pyroxylin  articles  and 
compounds  at  Arlington,  N.  J.,  by  complaint  alleges  that  the  fifth- 
class  rates  charged  on  17  tank-car  loads  of  mixed  or  nitrating  acid, 
shipped  between  November  1,  1918,  and  June  27,  1919,  from  Hopat- 
cong  and  Haskell,  N.  J.,  to  Arlington  were  unjust  and  unreasonable. 
Reparation  only  is  asked.  Rat^  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100 
pounds. 

Fourteen  carloads  moved  from  Haskell  over  the  Erie,  28  miles,  and 
three  carloads  moved  from  Hopatcong  over  the  Delaware,  Lackawanna 
&,  Western  to  Mountain  View,  N.  J.,  and  the  Erie  beyond,  40  miles. 
Charges  from  Haskell  were  collected  at  the  applicable  fifth-class 
rate  of  9  cents,  and  from  Hopatcong  at  a  rate  of  17  cents,  which  was 
not  applicable.  The  applicable  rate  was  a  combination  of  18  cents, 
composed  of  the  fifth-class  rates  to  and  beyond  Mountain  View.  The 
three  carloads  from  Hopatcong  were  undercharged.  Complainant 
seeks  reparation  to  the  basis  of  6.5  cents  from  Haskell  and  11.5  cents 
from  Hopatcong,  which  it  contends  would  have  been  reasonable  rates. 

There  is  a  substantial  movement  of  acids,  generally  at  commodity 
rates  less  than  the  classification  basis,  from  northern  New  Jersey  pro- 
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ducing  points  to  industries  within  the  state,  as  well  as  to  interstate 
points.  Complainant  exhibits  the  following  comparisons  of  the  ton- 
mile  and  car-mile  earnings  yielded  by  the  class  rates  assailed,  the 
rates  sought  as  the  measure  of  reparation,  and  commodity  rates  con- 
temporaneously maintained  for  hauls  of  comparable  distances  in  the 
same  territory. 


ToiMQUe    CMP4dllB 


Hopstconi^  N,  J... 


Cunden,  N.  J 

Do 

Hopatconfi,  N.  J.. , 


Mlllvllle,  N.  J 

Hajikell.N.J 

NortliNaw»rk,N,J... 

EllMbelh,  N.  J. 

Lalte  Junction,  N.  J.. .. 


tool  IT  « 

During  the  period  of  movement  a  rate  of  12  cents  applied  from 
Hopatcong  to  North  Newark,  N.  J.,  over  the  Delaware,  Lackawanna 
&  Western  and  Erie  by  way  of  Bergen  Junction,  N.  J.  Arlington 
is  intermediate  over  tliat  route  and  9  miles  less  distant,  and  upon 
reasonable  request  therefor  this  rate,  which  was  published  under 
authority  of  rule  77  of  Tariff  Circular  18-A,  would  have  been  made 
applicable  to  Arlington  upon  one  day's  notice. 

Complainant  cites  Du  Pont  De  Nemours  dh  Co.  v.  Director  Gen- 
eral, 55  I.  C.  C,  151,  in  which  we  found  unreasonable  the  fifth-class 
rate  of  15.5  cents  charged  subsequent  to  June  25,  ldl8,  on  sulphuric 
acid,  in  tank-car  loads,  for  a  haul  of  80  miles  from  Perth  Amboy, 
N.  J.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  awarded  reparation  to  the  basis  of 
a  rate  of  14  cents.  The  latter  would  yield  earnings  of  3.5  cents  per 
ton-mile  and  $1.58  per  car-mile. 

Defendants  state  that  their  investigation  disclosed  no  movement 
of  nitrating  acid  from  Haskell  to  Arlington  during  the  years  1918, 
1919,  and  1920,  except  these  14  carloads  and  contend  that  tlie  volume 
of  traffic  was  not  sufficient  to  warrant  the  application  of  commodity 
rates  either  from  Haskell  or  from  Hopat«ong. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  rates  of  7  cents  per  100  pounds  from  Haskell  and 
12  cents  per  100  pounds  from  Hopatcong;  that  complainant  made 
the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon; 
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that  it  has  been  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of  the  difference 
between  the  charges  paid  and  those  -which  would  have  accrued  at  the 
rates  herein  found  reasonable ;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation, 
with  interest.  Complainant  should  compl;  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules 
of  Practice. 


No.  12146. 
FAIRMONT  &  CLEVEIAND  COAI.  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  BALTIMORE  &  OHIO 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  Julp  IS,  19S1.    Decided  January  90,  19BS, 


Rates  on  bttnmlnoiis  coel,  in  carloads,  from  Hood  mine,  Soutb  Rivesyllle,  W. 
Va.,  to  destinations  In  New  York  and  New  Jersey,  found  not  unreasonable. 
Complaint  dlamlssed. 

E.  A.  Ruasell  for  complainant. 

Charles  R.  Webler,  W.  L.  G.  Gibson,  and  Robert  K.  Neilson  for 
defendants. 

Report  of  the  Commission. 
Division  8,  Couhissionebs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  DmsTON  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  mines  and  markets  bituminous  coal. 
It  alleges  that  the  charges  collected  on  15  carloads  of  bituminous  coal 
shipped  from  Hood  mine.  South  Rivesville,  W.  Va.,  to  Cochecton, 
Hancock,  and  Olean,  N,  Y,,  and  Garfield,  N,  J.,  during  January,  Feb- 
ruary, and  March,  1919,  were  and  are  unjust  and  unreasonable.  We 
are  asked  to  prescribe  reasonable  rates  and  to  award  reparation. 

The  shipments  moved  as  routed  by  complainant  over  the  Baltimore 
&  Ohio  to  Rivesville  Junction,  W.  Va.,  approximately  2,100  feet, 
thence  over  the  routes  hereinafter  named.  No  joint  rates  were  in 
effect  over  these  routes.  Originally  charges  were  collected  at  the 
joint  rates  applicable  from  Rivesville  Junction  to  destination;  sub- 
sequently additional  charges  were  collected  for  the  movement  from 
the  mine  to  Rivesville  Junction,  based  on  a  rate  of  90  cents  per  net 
ton  on  the  shipments  which  moved  prior  to  February  5,  1919,  and  a 
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supposed  rate  of  60  cents  per  net  ton  on  those  which  moved  on  and 
after  that  date.  As  the  90-cent  rate,  a  distance  rate  of  the  Balti- 
more &  Ohio  for  10  miles  or  under,  was  applicable  during  the  entire 
period  of  movement,  a  number  of  the  shipments  were  undercharged. 
.  The  following  table  shows  the  destinations;  the  routes  of  move- 
ment beyond  Rivesville  Junction;  the  aggregate  distance  from  tha 
mine,  in  miles;  the  rate  factors  beyond  that  point;  and  the  net  ton- 
mile  earnings  under  the  aggregate  applicable  rates,  in  mills: 


^u^ 

Boom. 

DtMUU* 

B>U 

s 

sn 

Ml 

>I.TS 

Otrfleia. 

Huuook 

*.I» 

U^ISilkhtb  BaUwa?:  Plttibnr^  &  UM  Eite; 

•r 

Complainant  does  not  assail  the  factors  of  the  combination  ratei 
applicable  beyond  fiivesville  Junction,  but  urges  that  the  distance 
rate  of  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  was  and  is  unreasonable  per  8«  for  the 
service  performed  by  that  carrier.  The  complaint  appears  to  rest  upon 
the  assumptions  that  the  haul  from  the  mine  to  Rivesville  JuncticHi 
was  performed  by  the  Monongahela  under  a  trackage  agreement 
with  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio,  or  that  the  latter  performed  only  a 
switching  service.     These  are  not  supported  by  the  record. 

Defendants'  witness  testified  that  no  shipments,  other  than  those 
here  considered,  have  moved  over  these  routes;  that  no  request  fais 
ever  been  made  for  a  specific  rate  from  the  mine  to  Rivesville  Junc- 
tion; and  that  the  publication  of  joint  rates  was  not  warranted. 
No  claim  is  made  that  future  movement  is  contemplated.  The  record 
affords  no  basis  for  condemning  the  rate  factor  assailed. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  and  are  hot  unreasonable. 
The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12161. 
STANDARD  ASPHALT  &  REFINING  COMPANT 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  AND  MISSOURI 
PACIFIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


BnbmUUd  Auffiut  1.  IWl.    DwUMi  Januarv  SO,  IMS. 


Tknk-car  load  of  Inbrtcatlng  oil  thlpped  dnrlnf  federal  control  from  Iiid«paid^ 
axe  to  Eldorado,  Kana.,  toimd  not  mlsrontML  Bat*  ctuurgod  found  not  nn- 
reasonable,  and  no  damage  sHown  bjr  reason  of  tha  ondne  prajudlee  aU«|«d. 
Complaint  dismissed. 

Warren  T.  Spies  for  compluntnt. 
S.  C.  Blanchard  iot  defendaata. 

RbPOBT  of  TSB  Con lOBSION. 

Division  3,  Cohuissionebs  Hau.,  Easucan,  and  Caupbeu. 
Bt  DiviaioN  8 ; 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  propoeed  b;  the  ezammer. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  refining  petroleum  at  Independence, 
Kans.,  alleges  that  the  rate  charged  on  a  tank-car  load  of  lubricating 
oil  shipped  bj  it  October  22,  1919,  from  Independence  to  Eldorado, 
Kans.,  was  unreasonable  and  undul;  prejudicial  Reparation  only 
is  sought    Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipment  was  routed  by  complainant  "Mo.  Pac-Santa  Fe 
Dely."  Complainant  also  specified  in  the  bill  of  lading  a  rate  of  29.5 
cents.  The  shipment  moved  over  the  Missouri  Pacific  to  Eldorado 
and  was  delivered  by  the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  Santa  Fe.  Charges  were  collected  at  the  applicable 
commodity  rate  of  29.5  centa 

Complainant  is  located  on  the  Missouri  Pacific ;  the  consignee  on 
the  Santa  Fe.  Complainant  contends  that,  as  no  junction  point  waa 
specified,  the  shipment  should  have  been  delivered  by  the  Missouri 
Pacific  to  the  Santa  Fe  at  Independence,  the  point  of  origin,  although 
the  Missouri  Pacific  reaches  Eldorado  with  its  own  rails. 

The  Santa  Fe  has  its  own  route  from  Independence  to  Eldorado 
and  over  that  route  a  rate  of  14.6  cents  was  applicable.  The  con- 
tention is  without  merit.    Bead  in  the  light  of  the  attendant  dr- 
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cumstances,  the  routing  instructions  plainly  indicated  a  line  haul 
bj  the  originating  line,  the  Missouri  Pacific,  with  delivery  by  the 
Santa  Fe,  and  specifled  the  rate,  29.5  cents,  which  was  applicable 
to  that  movement,  but  not  to  movement  over  the  Santa  Fe. 

The  14.5-cent  rate  over  the  Santa  Fe  was  the  so-called  higher 
Missouri  Siver  rate  which  certain  lines  maintained  from  refineries 
in  the  southeastern  section  of  Kansas  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.  This 
rate  originally  was  made  somewhat  higher  than  the  rat«  fixed  by  the 
Kansas  legislature  on  refined  oils,  not  including  lubricating  oil,  frcnn 
the  same  refineries  to  Kansas  destinations  in  the  vicinity  of  Kansas 
City.  It  was  applied  as  a  maximum  at  interior  Kansas  points,  such 
as  Eldorado,  only  by  the  Santa  Fe. 

Lubricating  oil  is  rated  fifth  class  in  the  governing  western  classi- 
fication, and  as  a  general  rule  moves  on  the  class  rates  between  points 
in  Kansas.  Except  to  points  to  which  the  29.6-cent  rate  applied  and 
the  so-called  higher  Missouri  Kiver  rate  is  published,  shipments  of 
lubricating  oil  from  Independence  to  other  points  in  Kansas  move 
on  the  class  rates.  The  fifth-class  rate  from  Independence  to  Eldo- 
rado at  the  time  the  shipment  moved  was  39  cents.  The  evidence 
does  not  show  that  complainant  was  damaged  by  reason  of  the 
alleged  undue  prejudice. 

We  find  that  the  shipment  was  not  misrouted;  that  the  rate  as- 
sailed was  not  unreas<H)able;  and  that  complainant  was  not  dam- 
aged by  the  undue  prejudice  alleged.  The  complaint  will  be  dis- 
missed. 

as  i.aa 
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Ko.  12232.' 
WEAVER  BROTHERS  LUMBER  COMPANY 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Submittfid  July  20,  1921.     Decided  January  SO,  19S2. 


Ratea  on  Inmbcr,  in  carloads,  from  Preston  and  Logansport,  La.,  to  Eastland 
and  Ranger,  Tex.,  found  unreasonable.    Beparatlon  awarded. 

L.  F.  Das-pit  for  complainants. 
£.  ii.  Hogsett  for  defendant 

Refobt  of  the  Cohhissioh. 
Division  3,  Cohhissionebs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  CAupBEUh 
Bt  Division  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainants  in  No.  12232  are  T.  L,  Weaver  and  S,  P.  Weaver,  co- 
partners trading  under  the  name  of  Weaver  Brothers  Lumber  Com- 
pany. Complainant  in  Sub-No.  1  is  F.  E.  Nelson,  doing  business 
under  the  name  of  Nelson-Jacks  Lumber  Company.  By  complaints 
filed  February  10  and  28, 1921,  respectively,  they  allege  ^at  the  ratea 
charged  on  seven  carloads  of  lumber  from  Preston,  La.,  to  Eastland, 
Tex.,  and  five  carloads  of  lumber  from  Logansport,  La.,  to  Ranger, 
Tex.,  shipped  during  March,  April,  and  May,  1919,  were  unreasqn- 
able,  unduly  prejudicial,  and  in  violation  of  section  4  of  the  inter- 
state commerce  act.  Beparation  only  is  asked.  Rates  will  be  stated 
in  amounts  per  100  pounds. 

Logansport  and  Pre^n  are  on  the  Houston  &  Shreveport,  a  sub- 
sidiary of  the  Southern  Pacific  extending  southerly  from  Shreveport, 
La.,  to  the  Sabine  River,  where  it  connects  with  tiie  Houston  East  & 
West  Texas,  another  subsidiary  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Eastland 
and  Ranger  are  on  the  Texas  &,  Pacific,  the  former  10  miles  west  of 
Ranger. 

The  seven  cars,  aggregating  364,680  pounds,  upon  which  com- 
plainants in  No,  12232  seek  reparation,  moved  from  Preston  to 
Eastland  over  the  Houston  A  Shreveport  to  Shreveport,  thence  over 
the  Texas  &  Pacific  to  destination.    Charges  were  collected  in  the 

>Tbla  report  >lso  embrace!  No.  12S3S  (Sab-Mo.  1),  MelBDD-J*cfcl  Lumber  Campcnj  e. 
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umount  of  $1,422.25  at  the  applicable  joint  class-D  rate,  of  89  cento, 
minimum  weight  30,000  pounds. 

Of  the  five  shipments  aggregating  332,400  pounds  from  Logans- 
port  to  Banger  under  Sub-No.  1,  two  moved  over  the  above  route 
and  three  over  the  Southern  Pacific  lines  via  Nacogdoches  and  Dallas 
to  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  and  the  Texas  &  Pacific  beyond.  Charges  were 
collected  in  the  sum  of  $1,282.70,  at  rates  of  3S.5  cents  and  88  cents, 
respectively.  The  applicable  rate  from  Logansport  via  either 
Shreveport  or  Nacogdoches  was  the  joint  claas-D  rate  of  39  cents. 
These  shipments  were  accordingly  undercharged. 

The  distance  from  Preston  to  Eastland,  via  Shreveport,  is  about 
345  miles;  from  Logansport  to  Ranger,  via  Shreveport,  368  miles, 
and  via  Nacogdoches,  406  miles.  Effective  August  1,  1919,  a  joint 
commodity  rate  of  23.6  cents,  minimum  weight  30/)00  pounds,  was 
published  from  Preston  and  Logansport  to  Eastland  and  Kanger, 
applicable  via  Shreveport  only,  and  it  is  to  this  basis  that  reparation 
is  sought. 

During  the  period  of  movement  a  commodity  rat«  of  23.fi  cents 
was  in  effect  to  Eastland  and  Ranger  from  substantially  the  greater 
portion  of  western  Louisiana  and  from  points  in  eastern  Texas. 
This  rate  extended  as  far  east  as  Monroe,  Alexandria,  and  Baton 
Rouge,  La.,  embracing  hauls  of  600  miles  and  over.  A  joint  com- 
modity rate  of  23.5  cents  on  lumber  from  all  Houston  &  Shreveport 
stations  to  destinations  on  the  International  &.  Great  Northern,  the 
Texas  Midland,  the  Kansas  City,  Mexico  &  Orient,  and  the  Misaonri, 
Kansas  &  Texas,  and  a  joint  commodity  rate  of  20.5  cents,  minimam 
weight  26,000  pounds,  on  door  and  window  frames  and  interior  house 
trimmings  between  the  points  here  under  consideration,  applicable 
generally  from  points  in  this  territory,  were  also  contemporaneously 
in  effect. 

A  fourth  section  departure  is  alleged  in  that  a  rate  of  28.5  cents 
was  in  effect  from  Haslam,  Tex.,  a  point  on  the  Houston  East  A 
West  Texas  just  west  of  the  Louisiana-Texas  state  line,  and  about 
1  mile  from  Logansport.  This  rate  did  not  apply  via  Shreveport 
and,  so  far  as  this  adjustment  is  concerned,  there  was  no  violation 
of  that  section.  An  examination  of  the  tariffs  on  file  with  us  dis- 
closes that  there  was  an  available  combination  from  Haslam  to  East- 
land and  Banger  via  Shreveport  of  30  cents,  made  up  of  6  cents  to 
Shreveport  plus  16.75  cents  beyond,  subject  to  the  maximum  increase 
of  6  cents  under  general  order  No.  28  and  the  rule  for  the  dispon- 
tion  of  fractions.  This  constituted  a  violation  of  the  fourth  sec- 
tion which  was  apparently  unprotected. 

Defendant's  principal  defense  is  that  as  a  rule  no  joint  rates  hava 
been  maintained  between  Southern  Pacific  and  Texas  &  Pacific 
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points.  This  is  not  supported  by  the  tariffs,  nor  does  it  justify  the 
maiutensnce  of  rates  materially  higher  than  the  blanket  rate  con- 
temporaneously in  effect  between  points  in  this  territory  for  joint- 
line  hauls  of  tiie  same  or  greater  distances. 

We  find  that  the  rates  applicable  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  the;  exceeded  23.6  cents;  that  complainants  made  the  shipments 
as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon ;  that  they  were 
damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid 
and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  rea- 
sonable ;  that  complainants  T.  L.  Weaver  and  S.  P.  Weaver  are  en- 
titled to  reparation  in  the  amount  of  $565.25,  with  interest;  and  that 
complainant  F.  E.  Kelson  is  entitled  to  reparation  in  the  amount  of 
$451.56,  with  interest.    An  order  will  be  entered  accordingly. 

We  are  without  jurisdiction  to  award  reparation  for  excess  war 
taxes  paid. 

«i.aa  . 
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tto.  13236. 
PBOVTDENCE  FRUIT  &.  PRODUCE  EXCHANGE  ET  AI* 


DIRSCTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  SEABOARD  AIB  LIN£ 
RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bubmatad  September  6,  19tl.    Decided  JantMry  90,  iSCt. 


Obmrgea  collected  on  cabbage  In  cntes.  In  carloads,  sblpped  tioia  Colenutn.  Fin, 
to  Providence,  B.  I.,  and  mica  for  anivlDg  at  sncti  diaigea  Conod  not 
nnreaaooable  or  otherwiae  onlawfnL    CtHuplatut  illmiiliWMl 

O.  W,  OoUier  for  complaiiiaiits  and  intervener, 

Frank  W.  Gwathmey  for  defendants. 

ReFOBT  or  THX  COUMTSSIOK. 

Division  3,  Commusionebb  TTai.t.^  Eastman,  and  Cahfbbu. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainants  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner. 

The  principal  complainant  is  an  organization  of  dealers  in  fruit 
and  produce  at  Providence,  R.  I.  The  other  complainants  and  the 
intervener  are  such  dealers.  They  allege  that  the  charges  collected, 
based  on  estimated  weights,  on  three  carloads  of  cabbage,  in  crates, 
shipped  in  February,  1920,  from  Coleman,  Fla.,  to  Providence,  were 
unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  those  which  would 
have  accrued  based  on  the  actual  weights.  We  are  asked  to  award 
reparation  and  to  prescribe  just  and  reasonable  rules  for  the  future. 

The  cabbage  was  packed  in  standard  cratee  and  moved  in  refrig- 
erator cars  under  ice.  Charges  were  collected  at  the  applicable 
rate  and  estimated  weight  of  120  pounds  per  crate. 

Complainants  and  intervener  do  not  directly  attack  either  the 
rule  providing  for  the  application  of  estimated  weight  or  the  amount 
of  that  weight.  The  intervener  testified  tbat  it  would  work  a  hard- 
ship on  some  of  the  growers  to  require  them  to  furnish  actual 
weights.  Their  contention,  in  substance,  is  that  charges  should  be 
based  upon  actual  weights  where  shippers  have  facilities  for  weigh- 
ing. 

The  cabbage  was  weighed  on  standard  wagon  scales  owned  by  one 
of  the  shippws.    The  average  weight  per  crate  in  the  tJiree  cars  was 
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112,  102,  and  100  pounds,  respectively.  Complainants*  witnesses 
testify  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  cabbage  received  at  Providence 
from  Florida  weighs  considerably  less  than  120  pounds,  but  no  effort 
was  made  to  prove  that  cabbage  grown  in  the  vicinity  of  Coleman 
caji  not  be  packed  to  this  weight  per  standard  crate.  Defendants 
contend  that  many  of  the  crates  moving  out  of  Florida  during  a  ship- 
ping season  weigh  more  than  120  pounds. 

Florida  cabbage  varies  in  weight  during  the  season  and  as  a  gen- 
eral rule  is  lightest  in  January  and  increases  in  weight  until  the  end 
of  April.  The  better  the  grade  and  the  more  careful  the  packing 
the  more  it  will  weigh  per  crate.  The  estimated  weight  of  120 
pounds  per  standard  crate  now  applicable  from  all  points  in  Florida 
was  fixed  by  the  carriers  after  a  test  in  which  over  47,000  crates  of 
cabbage  were  weighed,  and  in  Stuart  dk  Co.  v.  A.,  B.  &  A.  Ry.  Co., 
49  I.  C.  C,  668,  tiiis  weight  was  found  not  unreasonable.  Cabbage 
moves  from  the  entire  Carolina,  southeastern,  and  Mississippi  Valley 
territories  on  the  basis  of  estimated  weights  and  without  any  alter- 
native provision  in  the  tariff  for  the  use  of  actual  weights  when  ob- 
tainable. Defendants  show  that  existing  rates  are  predicated  on  the 
present  estimated  weight  and  urge  that  any  change  from  this  basis 
would  necessitate  an  upward  revision  of  the  rates  in  order  to  pre- 
serve their  revenues. 

Defendants*  witness  testifies  that  there  are  no  railroad  scales  for 
weighing  carload  freight  in  Florida  except  at  Jacksonville,  and  that 
tbe  delays  incident  to  an  attempt  to  weigh  the  cars  there  would  result 
in  the  missing  of  markets  and  sometimes  in  damage  to  the  shipments. 
Complainants  admit  that  a  delay  of  24  hours  would  in  most  cases 
result  in  damage.  Except  at  Coleman,  it  is  not  shown  that  even 
wagon  scales  are  available  at  many  of  the  principal  cabbage-ship- 
ping points.  Much  of  this  traffic  originates  at  nonagency  stations 
having  only  loading  platforms.  At  agency  stations  where  wagon 
scales  are  available,  defendants  contend  that  it  would  be  unreason- 
able and  impracticable  to  require  the  agent,  in  connection  with  his 
various  other  duties,  to  police  the  weighing  of  tnese  shipments  as 
they  are  hauled  in  and  l{>aded. 

The  existing  rule  and  practice  tend  toward  a  desirable  uniformity 
in  the  application  of  rates.  Fruits  and  Vegetables,  43  I.  C.  C,  291, 
817.  Carriers  should  not  be  required  to  accept  weights  ascertained 
by  shippers  on  private  scales.  Schenek  v.  N.  o6  W.  Ry.  Co.,  29  I,  C. 
C,  125, 127.  Shipment  under  refrigeration,  with  constantly  varying 
quantities  of  ice  in  the  bunkers,  renders  it  impracticable  to  accurately 
weigh  the  contents  of  the  car  on  track  scales.  As  a  rule,  cabbage 
from  Florida  moves  with  other  perishable  freight  in  through  fast 
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trains  operating  on  fixed  schedules.  To  stop  the  shipments  en  ronte 
for  weighing  would  result  in  delay  and  disarrange  the  movement. 
Under  sudi  conditions  a  system  of  estimated  weights  is  not  merely 
a  convenience  but  a  practical  necessity.  New  Orleans  Shipper)  Aa$o. 
V.  I..C.  R.  R.  Co.,  84  I.  C.  C,  32,  36. 

We  find  that  neither  the  charges  assailed  nor  the  present  rules  for 
arriving  at  such  charges  were  or  are  unreasonable  or  otherwise  un- 
lawfuL    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 


D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


pHOxmz  sxFisisa  oo.  v.  a.^  t.  4  a.  f.  bt.  oo. 


No.  12240. 
PHOENIX  REFINING  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  &  SANTA  FE  EAILWAT 
COMPANY  ET  AL. 


Bubmitled  Augutt  1,  1321.    Decided  January  SO,  IStt. 


Sblpments  of  Mcoodbaiid  pipe  from  Howard,  K&ns.,  to  Anadarko,  OUs.,  foond 
to  bave  been  mlsrooted.   Reparatloa  awarded. 
RobinBon  t&  HUher  for  complainants. 
H,  L.  SfcCraeken  for  defendants. 

KePOBT  or  THB   COHMISSIOK. 

DinaioN  3,  Couhibsionebs  Haix,  Eastman,  and  CahpbelLi. 

Br  DiTiBiON  3: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

By  complaint  filed  February  12,  1921,  as  amended  at  the  hearing, 
the  Phoenix  Befining  Company,  a  corporation  having  its  principal 
office  at  Tulsa,  Okla.,  alleges  that  the  rate  charged  by  defendants 
on  two  carloads  of  secondhand  oil-well  casing  and  supplies  which 
moved  November  2, 1916,  from  Howard,  Kans.,  to  Anadarko,  Olda., 
was  illegal  and  unreasonable.  The  prayer  is  for  reparation.  An 
informal  complaint  for  the  recovery  of  damages  had  been  filed  with 
us  on  October  28,  1919.  Bates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100 
pounds. 

The  shipments  consisted  of  secondhand  pipe  and  were  originally 
'  billed  to  Bowden,  Okla.,  but  at  West  Tulsa,  Okla.,  while  en  route, 
were  diverted  to  Anadarko.  They  apparently  moved  over  the  Atohi- 
son,  Topeka  A  Santa  Fe,  hereinafter  called  defendant,  to  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  St  Louia-Sui  Francisco  to  Chickasha,  Okla.,  and  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  &  Pacific  beyond.  They  weighed  161,400  pounds  and 
charges  of  $1,058.95  were  collected  at  a  rate  of  65.3  cents.  The  rate 
applicable  was  77  cents,  composed  of  distance  commodity  rates  of 
29  cents  to  Tulsa,  39  oenta  Tulsa  to  Chickaaha,  and  9  cents  beyond. 
There  are  outstanding  undercharges. 

Complaiuant'e  representative  at  Howard  had  previously  shipped 
a  number  of  cars  of  oil-well  supplies  and  equipment  from  that  point 
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to  other  points,  including  Bowden.  When  the  pipe  constituting 
these  shipments  was  ready  for  transportation  there  were  no  cars  at 
Howard  available  for  loading.  Complainant's  representative  gave 
defendant's  agent  at  Howard  oral  instructions  to  notify  him  by 
telephone  or  telegraph  in  the  event  that  cars  became  available  dur- 
ing his  absence.  He  had  previously  informed  the  agent  that  these 
shipments  were  to  be  consigned  to  Anadarho  and  it  appears  that 
the  agent  made  a  memorandum  to  that  effect.  Cars  were  placed  and 
loading  completed  during  the  absence  of  complainant's  representa- 
tive and,  without  notifying  him,  defendant's  agent  billed  the  cars 
to  Bowden  instead  of  to  Anadarko.  The  bills  of  lading,  showing 
Bowden  as  the  destination,  complainant  as  consignee,  and  routing  via 
Tulsa,  were  accepted  and  signed  by  the  teamster  who  loaded  the 
cars.  Defendant  asserts  and  complainant  denies  that  the  accept- 
ance and  signing  of  the  bills  of  lading  by  the  teamster  were  binding 
on  complainant. 

The  teamster  was  employed  by  complainant  only  to  load  the  cars. 
That  he  had  no  authority  to  accept  and  sign  bills  of  lading  for  com- 
plainant was  made  apparent  to  defendant's  agent  by  former  deal- 
ings which  this  agent  had  with  complainant's  representative,  who,  a 
short  time  prior  to  the  movement  of  the  cars,  had  been  at  Howard 
and  had  there  directed  the  movement  of  other  shipments  of  iron  pipe 
and  various  oil-well  supplies  and  equipment  from  that  point.  So 
far  as  appears,  i^is  representative  had  not  in  any  way  intimated  to 
defendant's  agent  that  he  had  delegated  to  the  teamster  authority 
to  direct  the  movement  of  the  two  cars.  On  the  contrary,  he  had 
requested  the  agent  to  notify  him  when  cars  were  available  for  load- 
ing so  that  he  could  return  to  Howard  and  attend  to  the  shipment. 

No  joint  rate  applied  on  secondhand  iron  pipe  from  Howard  to 
Anadarko,  and  the  lowest  combination  was  43  cents,  composed  of 
commodity  rates  of  8  cents  to  Severy,  Kans.,  and  35  cents  beyond. 

We  find  that  the  acceptance  and  signing  of  the  bills  of  lading  by 
the  teamster  did  not  bind  complainant  j  that  defendant  misrouted 
the  shipments  over  the  route  carrying  the  higher  rate ;  that  complain- 
ant made  the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges 
thereon ;  that  it  has  been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference 
between  the  charges  paid  and  those  that  would  have  accrued  at  the 
rate  of  43  cents ;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation  from  defend- 
ant, the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company,  in  the 
amount  of  $3S9.9S,  with  interest.  Collection  of  the  outstanding 
tmdercharges  may  be  waived. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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whjjaus  a  CO,  v.  dikbgtob  qenebal. 


No.  12303. 
R.  C.  WILLIAMS  &  COMPANY 

V. 

DIBECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CENTRAL  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  OF  NEW  JERSEY,  ET  AL. 


BvbmUted  Augvst  tO,  1921.    DectOed  January  30, 19U. 


Bate  ajwlhable  on  two  carloads  of  canned  tomatoes  shlived  tram  Greenwich, 
N.  J.,  to  pier  28,  New  Yoik  Cltf,  durlDg  October,  1918,  found  not  od- 
reasonable,  unjustly  diecrinHn&tor;,  or  untluly  prejudicial.  Complaint 
dismissed. 

E.  A.  Hodkimon  for  complainKDts. 
Edwin  A.  Lucas  for  defendants. 

Report  of  the  GoMHisBioif. 
Division  3,  Comuisbiombbs  Haix,  Eastuan,  akd  CAUPBBUb 
Bt  Division  8: 

No  ezoeptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainants,  copartners,  are  retail  grocers  in  New  York,  N.  Y. 
They  allege  that  the  rate  charged  on  two  carloads  of  canned  to- 
matoes shipped  from  Greenwich,  N.  J.,  to  pier  28,  New  York,  dur- 
ing October,  1918,  was  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and 
unduly  prejudiciaL  We  are  asked  to  prescribe  a  reasonable  rate 
for  the  future  and  to  award  reparation.  Rates  will  be  stated  in 
cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipments  aggregated  130,000  pounds,  and  moved  from  Green- 
wich over  the  Central  of  New  Jersey,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Central,  to  Bridgeton,  N.  J.,  thence  over  the  Pennsylvania  to  pier 
28.  Charges  were  collected  at  the  applicable  combination  rate  of 
26  cents,  made  up  of  a  fifth-class  rate  of  9  cents  from  Greenwich 
to  Bridgeton  and  a  commodity  rate  of  17  cento  beyond.  A  bill  for 
additional  charges  of  $60.47  on  one  car  was  subsequently  paid.  This 
was  a  straight  overcharge  and  should  be  promptly  refunded.  Both 
cars  were  routed  by  the  shipper  to  pier  28,  one  of  the  Pennsylvania's 
Manhattan  deliveries. 

Complainants  compare  the  26-cent  rat«  with  a  rate  of  17  cents 
on  similar  traffic  for  the  single-line  haul  over  the  Central.    The 
benefit  of  the  latter  rate  could  have  been  obtained  by  specifying  Cen- 
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tral  delivery.  The  Pennsylvania  and  Central  deliveries  in  Manhat- 
tan are  within  a  short  distance  of  each  other  and  complainants  could 
have  used  the  lower  rate  without  inconvenience  or  disadvantage. 

Complainants  contend  that  the  26-cent  rate  was  unreasonable  to 
the  extent  that  it  exceeded  18  cents,  the  rate  applicable  from  Green- 
wich by  way  of  the  Central  and  Pennsylvania  to  Wallabout  station^ 
a  Pennsylvania  delivery  in  Brooklyn. 

Defendants'  witness  testified  that  pier  28  is  the  most  congested 
terminal  of  the  Pennsylvania  in  New  York;  that  its  facilities  have 
been  and  are  inadequate;  and  that  various  means  have  been  employed 
to  relieve  this  congestion.  Even  by  working  a  24-hour  day  the  Penn- 
sylvania has  been  unable  to  handle  the  traffic  tendered  it  for  that 
delivery.  Wallabout  station  was  opened  to  relieve  the  pressure  on 
pier  28  with  the  expectation  that  part  of  the  traffic  could  be  diverted. 
This  result  did  not  follow,  and  joint  rates  were  established  from  cer- 
tain points  on  the  Central  to  attract  traffic  to  the  Brooklyn  terminal. 
As  illustrative  of  the  traffic  moving  under  the  18-cent  rate  it  was 
testified  that  in  1920  but  one  car  was  received  at  Wallabout  station 
from  Central  points. 

We  find  that  the  rate  assailed  was  not  unreasonable,  unjustly  dis- 
ximinatory,  or  unduly   prejudicial.    The  complaint  will  be   difr- 
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Fuaawi.  oiTBUS  bxchahqe  v.  Dut^croR  qenebal. 


No.  12868. 
FLORIDA  CITRUS  EXCHANGE 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Submttied  September  6,  19S1.    Decided  January  SO,  13tt. 


Cbarges  collected  during  federal  control  on  citrus  frolt,  In  field  boxes,  and  on 
retamed  empty  field  boxes,  moved  intrastate  In  Florida,  found  not  unreason- 
able.    Complaint  dismissed. 

William  HujUer  for  complainant. 
Eenry  TKurtell  for  defendant. 

ReFOBT  of  the  CoHlCISfilON. 

Division  3,  Cohmisbioitebs  Hall,  Eabtuan,  and  Cahpbeui. 
Bt  Division  8 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  tlie  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  markets  citrus  fruit  for  growers  in 
the  state  of  Florida.  By  complaint  filed  February  21, 1921,  it  alleges 
that  the  charges  collected  on  15  carloads  of  citrus  fruit,  in  field  boxes, 
shipped  intrastate  in  Florida  during  January,  1919,  from  groves  at 
Altoona,  Orange  Bend,  Sorrento,  and  Paola  to  Tavares  for  packing 
and  reshipment  beyond,  and  on  11  carloads  of  empty  field  boxes 
shipped  during  the  same  month  from  Tavares  to  the  groves,  were  un- 
just and  unreasonable.  The  shipments  moved  over  the  Atlantic  Coast 
Line.    Reparation  only  is  sought 

Bates  on  citrus  fruit  from  groves  to  packing  houses  in  Florida, 
and  on  returned  empty  boxes,  are  published  in  cents  per  field  box. 
The  standard  field  box  prescribed  by  the  Florida  legislature  in  June, 
1915,  is  12  inches  wide,  13  inches  high,  33  inches  long,  and  contains 
a  middle  partition  not  less  than  0.75  inch  thick.  The  field  boxes 
used  by  complainant  were  14  inches  wide,  9  inches  high,  and  25.5 
inches  long,  or  over  one-half  the  size  of  the  standard  box,  and  will 
be  hereinafter  referred  to  as  half-size  boxes.  From  June  6,  1913, 
to  October  23,  1918,  rates  on  half-size  boxes  one-half  the  standard- 
box  rates  were  maintained  over  the  Coast  Line.  By  tariff  effective 
October  23,  1918,  defendant  canceled  these  half  rates  and  provided 
that  the  rates  shown  in  the  tariff  should  apply  on  citrus  fruit  "  in 
Held  boxes  of  dimensions  not  exceeding  those  of  the  standard  box." 
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This  conformed  with  the  action  taken  with  respect  to  similar  rates 
applicable  over  other  lines  in  Florida. 

The  rates  on  half-size  boxes  were  originally  established  as  a  tem- 
porary arrangemeiit  upon  representation  that  a,  number  of  shippers 
had  purchased  a  quantity  of  these  boxes.  After  the  act  of  the 
Florida  legislature  prescribing  the  dimensions  of  the  standard  field 
box  to  be  used  in  the  sale  of  citrus  fruit  was  passed  in  June,  1915, 
carriers  proposed  to  cancel  rates  on  half-size  boxes,  but  upon  rep- 
resentation of  complainant  and  others  that  immediate  discontinu- 
ance would  work  great  hardship,  as  several  thousand  dollars  had 
been  invested  in  such  boxes,  agreed  to  continue  these  rates  for  two 
years.  At  the  end  of  that  period  federal  control  was  imminent  and 
the  rates  over  the  Coast  Line  were  not  canceled  until  October  23, 1918. 

The  desirability  of  a  standard-size  field  box  is  not  disputed.  The 
dimensions  prescribed  by  the  Florida  legislature  are  not  claimed  to 
be  unfair,  nor  are  the  rates  per  standard  box  alleged  to  have  been 
unreasonable.  The  contention  that  the  charges  collected  were  un- 
reasonable rests  solely  on  the  fact  that  the  provisions  of  the  tariff 
effective  October  23,  1918,  operated  to  double  the  charges  where  the 
half-size  field  box  was  used.  The  mere  fact  that  complainant  was 
charged  more  for  hauling  a  like  quantity  of  fruit  than  were  the 
users  of  the  standard  box  does  not  entitle  it  to  reparation.  Such  a 
result  inevitably  follows  where  rates  are  stated  in  amounts  per  pack- 
age and  the  shipper  chooses  to  use  a  package  smaller  than  the  stand- 
ard prescribed  by  the  tariff.  Mississippi  Railroad  ComTnisaion  v. 
N.  0.,  M.  &  C.  R.  R.  Co.,  42  I.  C.  C,  574. 

We  find  that  the  charges  collected  were  not  unreasonable.  The 
complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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CHAUFUN  V.  DIBECTOB  GENBBAL. 


No.  12522. 
GEOKGE  M.  CHAMPLIN,  RECEIVER, 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  LEHIGH  VALLEY 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  Beptemlter  8,  19SI.    Decided  Januarv  SO,  19iS. 


Rates  on  self-rising  compound  fiour.  In  carloads,  from  Cortland,  N.  Y.,  to  potnta 
in  offlcial  territory  found  not  unreaaouable  or  otberwlse  unlawtuL  Com- 
plaint dismissed. 

D.  J.  Sims  for  complainant. 

Cedric  A.  Major  for  defendants. 

Rbpost  of  the  Couuission. 
DiviaioN  3,  CouMiS8iON£BB  Haix,  Eastman,  and  Campbeu^ 
Br  Division  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examhier. 

Complainant,  George  M.  Cbamplin,  as  receiver  of  the  Ekenberg 
Company,  a  corporation  manufacturing  self-rising  compound  flour 
at  Cortland,  N.  Y.,  alleges  that  the  rates  charged  on  that  commodity, 
in  carloads,  from  Cortland  to  points  in  Massachusetts,  New  York, 
Pennaylvania,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Virginia,  District  of  Colum- 
bia, and  other  destinations  in  official  territory  between  January  1, 
1917,  and  May  11,  1919,  inclusive,  were  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
prejudicial,  and  unjustly  discriminatory.  The  prayer  is  for  repara- 
tion on  shipments  made  during  1918.    The  previous  rates  need  not  be 


The  shipments  moved  over  the  Lehigh  Valley  and  its  connections 
from  175  to  618  miles.  Charges  were  collected  at  the  applicable 
fifth-class  rates,  which  ranged  from  15  to  26  cents  per  100  pounds 
prior  to  June  25,  1918,  and  from  19  to  32.5  cents  on  and  after  that 
date. 

The  product  manufactured  by  the  Ekenberg  Company,  commer- 
cially known  as  "  Teco,"  is  a  self-rising  compound  flour  used  in  mak- 
ing pancakes,  griddle  cakes,  and  batter  cakes.  It  consists  of  wheat 
flour,  corn  flour,  buttermilk,  acid  phosphate,  soda,  and  salt,  approxi- 
mately 90  per  cent  being  cereals.  It  is  shipped  in  cases,  each  contain- 
ing 30  one-pound  cartons. 

At  the  time  of  movement  defendants  maintained  in  trunk  line  ter- 
ritory commodity  rates  less  than  fifth  class  on  grain  producta    Com- 
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plainant  contends  that  the  rates  charged  should  not  have  exceeded 
these  commoditj  rates,  which,  on  May  12,  ldl9,  became  applicable 
on  self-rising  compound  flour.  Defendants  also  participated  in 
tariffs  publishing  commodity  rates  on  grain  products,  applicable  on 
self-rising  Hour,  from  central  to  trunk  line  and  New  England  ter- 
ritories. 

Defendants  state  that  it  is  natural  for  central  territor;  to  have 
commodity  rates  on  self-rising  flour  since  it  produces  grain  and 
grain  products  so  extensively,  and  that  it  does  not  follow  that  such 
rates  should  be  extended  to  points,  like  Cortland,  in  territory  ^here 
these  commodities  are  of  lesser  traffic  importance.  They  contend 
that,  because  of  dissimilar  conditions,  it  is  common  for  an  article  to 
move  on  commodity  rates  in  central  territory  and  on  class  rates  in 
trunk  line  or  New  England  territory. 

On  shipments  to  Massachusetts,  New  York,  and  other  points  of 
destination  shown,  the  rates  paid  by  complainant's  western  com- 
petitors, while  relatively  lower,  were  higher  in  amounts  than  those 
paid  hy  complainant.  Complainant  was  unable  to  state  the  extent 
of  the  alleged  undue  prejudice  arising  from  the  rates  accorded  its 
competitors.  It  was  stated  that  the  main  issue  is  unreasonableness, 
but  little  evidence  bearing  on  this  issue  was  introduced.  The  sub- 
sequent reduction  of  the  rates  is  not  in  itself  sufficient  to  justify  a 
finding  of  unreasonableness. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  onreasonable  or  otherwise 
unlawful.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12546. 
ORE  CARRYING  CORPORATION 

V. 

CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY  OF  NEW  JERSEY. 


Submitted  Attgvtt  £0,  I9B1.    Decided  JanwiTv  SO,  19t2. 


Oomi^aliiaiit  loimd  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to  tlie  interatate  commerce 
act  whl<^  may  lawfully  receive  from  its  trunk-ilne  conoectlona  dlvlsloiiB  of 
Joint  Interstate  rates,  nnder  appropriate  tarlffa,  such  diTlsiona  to  be  reaaon- 
able. 

Ralph  E.  Roger$  for  complainant. 
A.  B.  Elthr  for  defendant 

RePOBT  of  THU    CoMlflBSION. 

Division  3,  Commisbionerb  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  in  transporting  freight  by 
water,  alleges  by  complaint  filed  March  2,  1921,  that  it  participates 
in  tariffs  published  by  defendant  containing  joint  rates  for  the 
contiuuoQS  carriage  of  iron  ore  by  water  and  rail  from  Port  Henry, 
N,  Y.,  to  interstate  destinations;  and  that  formerly  it  received 
agreed  divisions  of  the  joint  rates  which  were  fair  and  reasonable 
in  amount,  but  that  since  the  increase  of  40  per  cent  in  those  joint 
rates,  as  authorized  by  us  on  July  29, 1920,  defendant  has  refused  to 
grant  to  complainant  a  corresponding  increase  in  its  divisions.  The 
prayer  is  for  a  determination  of  the  question  whether  complainant 
is  a  common  carrier  subject  to  the  interstate  commerce  act  and  as 
such  entitled  to  receive  divisions  of  the  joint  rates;  and,  further, 
that  if  following  such  determination  complainant  is  unable  to  agree 
with  defendant  as  to  the  amount  of  the  divisions  that  a  further 
hearing  and  investigation  be  had  for  the  purpose  of  prescribing 
just  and  reasonable  divisions.  A  stipulation  of  the  facts  was  filed 
by  the  parties  under  rule  IX  of  tiie  Rules  of  Practice. 

Defendant's  refusal  to  grant  increased  divisions  was  based  on  a 
Ksolution  adopted  by  the  Eastern  Freight  Traffic  Committee  which 
provided  that  no  increases  in  divisions  would  be  accorded  to  indus- 
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trial  lines  in  instances  where  those  lines  hare  not  been  declared  hj 
us  to  be  conunon  carriers. 

The  Ore  Carrying  Corporation  was  incorporated  under  the  trmns- 
portation  corporation  law  of  the  state  of  New  York  in  March,  1917. 
Its  entire  capital  stock  is  owned  by  Witherbee,  Sherman  A  Com- 
pany, a  corporation  engaged  in  mining,  producing,  and  selling  iron 
ore,  pig  iron,  phosphates,  and  other  material. 

It  transports  property  by  water  between  points  in  the  state  of 
New  York  and  points  in  the  state  of  New  Jersey  and  other  points,  its 
regular  route  of  transportation  being  between  New  York  harbor  and 
points  on  Lake  Champlain.  The  largest  part  of  its  traffic  is  the  in- 
terstate carriage  of  iroH  ore  for  customers  of  Witherbee,  Sherman  A 
Company.  In  1918,  1919,  and  1920  miscellaneous  cai^;oes  of  inde- 
pendent traffic,  none  of  which  was  for  the  account  of  Witherbee, 
Sherman  &  Company,  were  transported  entirely  by  water. 

Since  June  1,  1917,  it  has  operated  under  a  conunon  arrangement 
with  defendant  rail  carrier  for  the  continuous  carriage  of  throu^ 
traffic  from  Port  Henry,  N.  Y.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
and  New  Jersey.  Joint  commodity  rates  on  iron  ore  from  Port 
Henry  to  destinations  in  those  states  have  been  published  since  June 
1,  1917,  in  tariffs  on  file  with  us.  Complainant  has  been  accorded 
divisions  out  of  those  joint  rates. 

Beginning  in  1918  complainant  has  solicited  interstate  traffic  and 
has  held  itself  out  to  the  public  as  ready  and  willing  to  nndertate 
the  carriage  of  freight  over  water-and-rail  routes  to  interstate  desti- 
naticms.  Since  ita  organization  annual  reports  in  the  form  pre- 
scribed have  been  filed  with  ua. 

We  find  that  the  Ore  Carrying  Corporation  is  a  conunon  carrier 
of  property  subject  to  the  interstate  commerce  act,  which  may  law- 
fully receive  from  its  trunk  line  connections  divisions  of  joint  inter- 
state rates,  under  appropriate  tariffs,  such  divisions  to  be  reasonable. 
If  complainant  and  defendant  can  not  agree  upon  proper  divisions 
the  matter  may  be  brou^^t  to  us  for  determination.  No  order  is 
necessary. 
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No.  12251. 
STANDABD  ASPHALT  &  REFINING  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  MISSOURI  PACIFIC 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bubmiltea  August  tt,  1921.    DeiMed  January  SO,  19tt. 


Sblpment  of  a  tank-car  load  of  kerosene  from  Independence,  Kans^  to  Shef- 
field, towa,  reconslgsed  to  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  found  to  hare  been  over- 
charged.   Refund  directed  and  complaint  dlaniUsed. 

Warren  T.  Spies  for  complainant. 

E.  C.  Blanchard  for  defendants. 

Repoht  op  the  Cosimission. 
Division  3,  Commissiohers  Hau.,  EAaricAii,  and  Camfebll, 
Bt  Dtvibion  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  &  corporation  refining  petroleum  at  Independence, 
Kans.,  by  complaint  filed  February  14,  1921,  as  amended,  alleges 
that  unreasonable  and  illegal  charges  were  collected  on  a  tank-car 
load  of  kerosene  shipped  November  8,  1918,  from  Independence  to 
Sheffield,  Iowa,  and  reconsigned  to  Minneapolis,  Minn.  We  are  asked 
to  award  reparation.    Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipment,  which  weighed  53,156  pounds,  was  routed  by  com- 
plainant over  the  Missouri  Pacific  to  Kansas  City  and  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Isdand  &,  Pacific,  hereinafter  called  the  Bock  Island,  beyond. 
It  moved  over  the  Missouri  Pacific  to  Kansas  City,  and  the  Rock 
Island  in  connection  with  the  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis,  to  Sheffield. 
Upon  arrival  there  complainant  reconsigned  Uw  car  over  the  Miime- 
apolis  &  St.  Louis  to  Minneapolis,  and  the  shipment  moved  from 
Sheffield  over  the  latter  road.  Charges  of  $279.07,  excluding  a  re- 
consignment  charge  of  $5  and  a  demurrage  charge  of  $3  accrmug  at 
Sheffield  and  not  in  issue,  were  collected,  baaed  upon  commodity  rates 
(A  31  cents  to  Sheffield  and  21.5  cents  beyond. 

The  applicable  tariff  of  the  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  permitted  re- 
conaignment  at  Sheffield  at  the  joint  rate  in  effeot  from  Independence 
to  Minneapolis,  plus  a  charge  of  $5.  The  joint  rate  applicable  over 
the  route  of  movement  from  Independence  to  Minneapolis  was  86.5 
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cents.  Defendants  admit  Bud  we  find  that  the  shipment  was  ovor- 
charged  in  the  sum  of  $90.37.  The  overcharge  should  be  refunded  to 
compUinant  promptly,  with  interest  from  April  18, 1919.  The  com- 
plaint will  be  dismissed. 


No.  11787. 
ROTH  TOBACCO  COMPANY 


ST.  LOUIS-SAN  FRANCISCO  RAILWAY  COMPANY, 
DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ET  AL. 


Bubmittod  Jfav  £8,  IBSl.    Decided  Janvary  23,  -IMS. 


OombtDRtlon  rates  applied  on  nmnannfactored  or  leaf  tobacco  In  hossheads,  anr 
quantltr,  and  In  bulk,  tn  carloRda,  trom  certain  points  In  Eentac^,  Tan- 
nessee,  and  Indiana  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  found  unreasonable  and 
nndnlf  prejudicial.  Reasonable  Joint  rates  pmcrlbed  and  repaiatkn 
awarded. 
Oeorge  B.  Webster  for  complainant. 

M.  O.  Roberts  for  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Company;  C. 
J.  Rixey,  jr.,  and  W.  N.  SlcOehee  for  Southern  Railway  Company 
and  Director  General  of  Railroads,  as  Agent;  Edward  D.  Mohr  for 
Louisville  A  Nashville  Railroad  Company,  Nashville,  Chattanooga 
&.  St.  Louis  Railway,  and  Director  General  of  Railroads,  as  Agent; 
li.  E.  NeweU  for  Tennessee  Central  Railroad  Company ;  /.  L.  Shep' 
pard  for  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company;  and  John  F.  Finertjf 
and  A.  P.  Svmburg  for  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company  and 
Director  General  of  Railroads,  aa  Agent. 

Repobt  or  TBS  CoinciaaioN. 

DiTIBIOK  8,  CoiCUISSIONXRS  HaLL,  EaSTKAN,  AMD  CaMPBOX. 

Bt  Division  8 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner.  We  have  reached  conclusions  differing  somewhat  from 
those  reconuneiuled  by  him. 

Complunaot,  a  corporation  manufacturing  tobacco  at  Cape  Oi< 
r^eau.  Mo.,  Ulc^es  by  complaint,  filed  September  4, 1S20,  that  tiie 
rates  on  unmanufactared  or  leaf  tobacco  in  hogsheads,  any  quio- 
tity,  and  in  bulk,  in  carloads,  from  specified  points  in  Tenneaeee, 
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Kentucky,  and  Indiana  to  Cape  Girardeau  are  unreasonable,  un- 
justly discriminatory,  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  Cape  Girardeau  as 
compared  with  rates  on  the  same  commodity  to  certain  competing 
points.  We  are  asked  to  award  reparation  on  shipments  moving 
within  two  years  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  complaint  and  to  prescribe 
reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  rates  for  the  future.  Except  as  noted, 
rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds  and  are  those  in  effect  on 
August  25,  1920. 

The  points  of  origin  are  Springfield,  GiJIatin,  Hartsville,  and 
Westmoreland,  Tenn.,  and  Franklin,  Ky.,  on  the  Louisville  &  Nash- 
ville; Hopkinsville,  Ky.,  on  the  Illinois  Central;  Carthage,  Tenn., 
on  the  Tennessee  Central;  Murray,  Ky.,  on  the  NashviUe,  Chatta- 
nooga &  St.  Louis ;  and  Booneville,  Ind.,  on  the  Southern.  Complain- 
ant also  attacked  the  rates  from  Paducah,  Ky.,  but  later  abandoned 
that  allegation.  Cape  Girardeau  is  on  the  Mississippi  Biver,  about 
131  miles  south  of  St.  Louis  over  the  St.  Louis-San  Francisco,  herein- 
after called  the  Frisco,  and  approximately  64  miles  northwest  of 
Cairo,  m. 

Complainant  uses  low-grade  and  medium-grade  tobacco  worth 
about  17  cents  per  pound,  some  90  per  cent  of  its  supply  coming  from 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  and  Indiana.  The  main  distributing  territory 
for  its  manufactured  product  is  in  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Tennessee, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Iowa,  and  its  principal  competitors  are  lo- 
cated in  Kentucky  and  at  St.  Louis.  The  volume  of  complainant's 
business  baa  steadily  increased  during  the  past  few  years,  and  during 
1919  it  purchased  about  1^50,000  pounds  of  tobacco  at  the  points 
mentioned,  the  usual  route  from  which  is  through  Cairo  and  over 
the  Mississippi  River  at  Thebes,  111. 

No  joint  rates  applied  or  apply.  Combination  rates  were  assessed 
as  follows:  From  Gallatin  and  Springfield  77.5  cents,  Westmore- 
land 86  cents,  Carthage  77  cents,  Hartsville  80  cents,  Franklin  88.9 
(KUts,  Hopkinsville  67  cents,  Murray  66  cents,  and  Booneville  60.6 
cents.  The  rates  to  Cairo  from  the  Louisville  &  Nashville  stations 
and  from  Carthage  were  combinations  of  local  commodity  rates  to 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  a  joint  commodity  rate  beyond.  From  Murray 
the  rate  to  Cairo  was  composed  of  a  commodity  rate  to  Paducah, 
and  the  fourth-class  rate  governed  by  the  southern  classification  be- 
yond. To  Cairo  from  Hopkinsville  the  sixth-class  rate  applied  as 
provided  in  exceptions  to  the  southern  classification,  and  from  Boone- 
ville the  fourth-class  rate  governed  by  the  official  classification.  Be- 
y<Hid  Cairo  the  fourth-class  any-quantity  rate  of  32  cents,  governed 
by  the  western  classification,  was  assessed.  Some  shipments  were 
made  in  hogsheads;  others  loose  in  bulk.  Between  90  and  96  per 
cent  were  in  car  lots.    The  dass  and  commodity  rates  applicable  on 
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tobacco,  in  h<^sheads,  were  any-quantity  rates.  A  minimnm  of 
22,000  pounds  applied  in  connection  with  commodity  rates  oa  to- 
bacco, in  bulk,  in  carloads.  The  commodity  rates  were  the  same  on 
tobacco  shipped  in  either  way  except  that  from  Carthage  to  Nash- 
ville the  rate  on  tobacco  in  butt  was  4  cents  higher  than  in  hogsheads. 
The  goveming  classifications  provided  no  specific  rating  on  nnmanu- 
iactured  or  leaf  tobacco  in  bulk.  The  class  rates  to  Cairo  assessed  on 
the  tobacco  shipped  in  bulk  from  Hopkinsville  and  Booneville,  and 
from  Paducah  on  skipments  originating  at  Murray,  and  fnun  Cairo 
to  Cape  Girardeau  were  therefore  not  specifically  applicable  to  the 
commodity  as  shipped. 

A  conbination  commodity  rate  of  68.5  cents  on  tobacco  in  hogs- 
heads, any  quantity,  was  maintained  by  certain  of  defendant  car- 
riers from  Carthage  to  St.  Louis,  applicable  via  Cairo  and  Cape 
Girardeau  and  over  the  Frisco  as  a  delivering  carrier,  and  in  viola- 
tion of  the  long-and-short-haul  provision  of  the  fourth  section  of 
the  interstate  commerce  act.  It  was  stated  that  this  departure  came 
about  through  inadvertence  and  would  be  corrected. 

The  rates  shown  in  the  table  below,  taken  from  complainant's 
exhibits,  are  illustrative  of  comparisons  between  the  rates  attacked 
and  those  to  points  alleged  to  be  unduly  preferred. 
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Complainant's  case  is  predicated  mainly  on  the  disparity  between 
the  rates  and  ton-mile  earnings  to  Cape  Girardeau  and  those  to  the 
points  indicated.  No  evidence  was  submitted  of  shipments  to  the 
points  alleged  to  be  preferred.  Attention  is  directed  especially  to  the 
fourth-class  rate  of  32  cents  beyond  Cairo,  which,  for  the  distance  of 
64  miles  over  the  usual  route  of  movement,  yields  ton-mile  earnings 
of  11.85  cents,  as  compared  with  41  mills,  stated  to  be  the  average 
ton-mile  earnings  under  the  rates  to  Cairo,  to  which  the  average 
distance  is  about  210  miles.  While  the  total  through  rates  are  at- 
tacked, complainant  particularly  assails  the  factor  beyond  Cairo. 
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Complftinant  suggested  several  baeea  of  rates,  among  which  are 
that  the  through  rates  to  Cape  Girardeau  should  be  at  least  5  cents 
lower  than  to  St.  Louis  from  all  points  except  Booneville,  from 
w^bjcfa  the  St.  Ixtuis  rate  should  apply;  or  that  the  rate  beyond  Cairo 
Hhould  be  based  on  the  average  ton-mile  earning  under  the  rates 
jisseseed  for  movement  to  Cairo  plus  3  cents  bridge  toll  at  Thebes, 
^hich  would  amount  to  about  d.5  cents.  A  bridge  toll  of  2  cents 
on  fourth  class  was  approved  by  the  Commission  for  the  Memphis 
croGsing  in  MemphU-Southwestem  Inveatiffotiojiy  55  I.  C.  C,  516. 
Other  rates,  based  upon  reductions  both  to  and  beyond  Cairo,  are 
proposed  by  complainant,  and  it  is  requested  on  brief  that  these  be 
established  as  joint  through  rates. 

The  carriers  east  of  Cairo  undertook  to  defend  the  rates  only  to 
that  point.  The  following  table  is  illustrative  of  comparisona  sub- 
mitted by  them  of  rates  and  ton-mile  earnings  from  the  points  named 
to  Cairo  and  to  important  tobacco  markete : 
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The  rates  to  Cairo  do  not  compare  unfavorably  with  rates  cited 
from  several  hundred  points  in  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina  to  Ohio  Biver  points  and  various  tobacco  markets  in  the 
south  for  comparable  distances.  Defendants  point  out  that  it  is  a 
one-line  haul  only  to  the  points  with  which  they  make  comparisons, 
whereas  to  Cairo  from  the  points  of  origin  on  the  Louisville  &  Nash- 
ville the  traffic  ordinarily  moves  over  three  lines,  from  Booneville 
over  two,  and  from  Carthage  over  two  or  three  lines.  Beyond  Cairo 
it  is  a  three-line  haul.  In  addition  to  this  there  are  the  river  cross- 
ings at  Cairo  and  Thebes.  Complainant  contends  that  the  number 
of  lines  participating  in  this  traffic  is  of  little  consequence  and  that 
the  service  at  the  points  of  interchange  is  inexpensive. 

Defendants  assert  that  the  rates  attacked  are  in  harmony  with  the 
usual  basis  of  rates  from  points  in  southern  territory  to  points  west 
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of  the  Mississippi  River  and  to  points  off  the  lines  of  the  originating 
earners,  vhich  are  said  to  be  made  generally  on  the  lowest  combina- 
tion. It  is  argued  that  Cape  Girardeau  is  handicapped  by  its  loca- 
tion with  respect  to  traffic  from  territory  east  of  the  Missisuppi 
Kiver,  in  that  it  is  not  a  river  crossing  or  gateway  to  the  territory 
west,  and  traffic  thereto  must  pass  over  a  number  of  lines.  The  rela- 
tivdy  lower  rates  to  Philadelphia,  Richmond,  and  Chicago  cited  by 
complainant  are  stated  to  be  due  to  the  fact  that  tiie  major  part  of  the 
hauls  to  these  points  is  in  official  territory,  where  rates  are  on  a  lower 
level. 

The  burden  of  justifying  t^e  fourth-class  rate  of  8S  cents  from 
Cairo  to  Cape  Girardeau  was  undertaken  by  the  delivering  carrier, 
the  Frisco,  but  the  evidence  presented  is  meager.  Its  witness  stated 
that  the  Frisco  maintains  no  commodity  rates  on  unmanufactured 
tobacco,  the  fourth-class  rates  always  being  applied.  The  rate  of  32 
cents  is  said  to  be  based  upon  the  scale  of  class  rates  prescribed  in 
Ifemphu-South/ioestem  Investigation,  supra,  which  the  carriers  vol- 
untarily extended  from  Cairo  to  southeastern  Missouri. 

It  appears  that  tobacco  in  bulk  will  easily  load  up  to  80,000  pounds 
in  a  86-foot  car,  but  tiie  minimum  was  fixed  at  22,000  pounds  be- 
cause shippers  ordinarily  do  not  have  on  hand  large  quantities  for 
shipment  at  one  time.  At  the  hearing  complainant  admitted  that  this 
minimum  weight  was  satisfactory,  but  on  brief  it  requests  a  minimum 
of  20,000  pounds.  The  witness  for  the  Louisville  &  Nashville  stated 
that  this  carrier  generally  maintains  the  same  rates  on  nnmanufac* 
tured  tobacco  in  bulk,  in  carloads,  as  in  hogsheads,  any  quantity. 
Complainant  asserts  that  it  is  more  advantageous  to  ship  tobacco  in 
bulk,  because  by  this  method  of  handling  it  loads  heavier,  the  ex- 
pense of  pressing  or  packing  the  tobacco  in  hogsheads  is  saved,  and 
the  tobacco  is  subjected  to  less  injury.  It  is  said  that  tobacco  in  hogs- 
heads will  not  load  as  heavily  as  in  bulk. 

As  stated,  the  rates  from  the  nine  points  of  origin  under  comdder- 
ation  are  combinations  of  separately  published  local  rates,  from  seven 
they  consist  of  three  factors  each,  and  from  two  of  two  factors  each. 
If  these  local  rates  were  applied  to  separate  movements  they  would 
cover  from  four  to  six  terminal  services.  The  volume  of  the  traffic 
from  these  points  to  Cspe  Girardeau  is  considerable  and  seems  to 
warrant  a  better  rate  adjustment  than  now  provided.  Subjecting 
these  shipments  to  a  32-cent  rate  for  the  54  miles  beyond  Cairo,  even 
when  allowance  is  made  for  bridge  tolls  and  jcnnt-line  hauls,  has 
not  been  justified.  The  84-cent  rate  charged  on  the  shipments  from 
Murray  for  the  haul  of  83  miles  to  Cairo  is  excessive,  particularly 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  one  of  the  routes  over  which  a  rate  of  28.1i 
cents  was  contemporaneously  applicable  from  Nashville  to  Cairo,  ^4 
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miles,  embraced  tiie  route  over  which  die  shipments  from  Murray 
moved.  This  departure  from  the  long-and-short-haul  provision  of 
the  interstate  commerce  act  was  properl;  protected. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  Trere  unreasonable  and  unduly 
prejudicial  prior  to  August  26,  1820,  from  Murray,  Ky.,  to  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.,  to  the  extent  that  the  total  rate  charged  exceeded 
46.5  cents  per  100  pounds ;  and  to  Cape  Girardeau  from  the  remain- 
ing points  of  origin  to  the  extent  that  the  rates  charged  exceeded 
tbe  rates  to  Cairo,  111.,  plus  the  following  amounts,  in  cents  per 
100  pounds:  from  Booneville,  Ind.,  and  Carthage,  Tenn.,  11  cents; 
from  Franklin,  Ky.,  and  Westmoreland,  Tenn.,  15  cents;  from 
Hartsville,  Tenn.,  16  cents;  from  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Tenn., 
17  cents;  and  from  Hopkinsville,  Ky.,  20  cents,  minimum  22,000 
pounds  on  shipments  in  bulk,  and  any  quantity  on  shipments  in 
hogsheads;  and  that  the  rates  since  August  25,  1920,  have  been,  and 
the  present  rates  are  and  for  the  future  will  be,  unreasonable  and 
unduly  prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  <»*  exceed  the 
rates  herein  found  reasonable  for  the  period  prior  thereto  subject 
to  the  increase  authorized  by  us  on  July  29,  1920.  Defendants  will 
be  required  to  publish  as  joint  rates  the  rates  foond  reasonable  for 
iha  future. 

We  further  find  that  complainant  made  the  shipments  described 
and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon  at  the  rates  herein  found  un- 
reasonable; that  it  has  been  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of 
tiie  difference  between  the  charges  collected  and  those  which  would 
hare  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable ;  and  that  it  is  en- 
titled to  reparation,  with  interest.  Complainuit  should  comply 
with  mle  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 

An  appropriate  order  for  the  future  will  be  entered. 


;q,t7,:rb;G00<^lc 


INTERSTATE  COUMBBCB   COMMISSION  BEFOBIS. 


No.  11741. 
COHINTH  GROCERY  COMPANT 


MOBILE  &  OHIO  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Suimitted  December  IS.  mi.    Decided  February  U.  19ig. 


Class  rates  from  Corinth,  Miss.,  to  points  In  Tennessee  between  Corinth  and 
JackBoa,  Teon.,  found  unreasonfible  and  nndaly  prejadlclel  to  Corintli  and 
its  shliQiers,  as  compared  with  class  rates  to  th«  same  point*  from  Jackson. 
Reasonable  maximum  rates  prescritied  and  nndue  prejudice  cmtered  ra- 
moved. 
John  Q.  Pcaikey  and  B,  F.  Martin  for  complainaiit. 
Chwdea  J.  Rixey  vaA  H.  L.  Walker  for  defendant. 
Frank  Roberson  and  B.  F.  Martin  for  Mississippi  Railroad  Com- 
mission ;  J.  O.  HeTuUey  and  John  E.  Santon  for  Railroad  and  Public 
Utilities  Commission  of  the  State  of  Tennessee ;  and  A.  J.  McGehe* 
for  Jackson  Association  of  Commerce,  Southern  Interior  Traffic  As- 
sociation, and  Tennessee  Manufacturers  Association,  interveners. 

Repokt  op  the  Commission. 
Division  1,  Cohhib3IONER»  McChord,  Mbteb,  and  Danibls. 
Meteh,  Commissioner: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendant  to  the  report  propostid  by  the 
examiner,  and  oral  argument  was  had. 

Complainant  alleges  that  the  class  rates  from  Corinth,  Miss.,  to 
points  on  the  Mobile  &  Ohio  Railroad  between  Corinth  and  Jackson, 
Tenn.,  are  unreasonable,  and  that  the  rate  adjustment  from  Corinth 
and  Jackson  is  unduly  prejudicial  to  Corinth,  and  unduly  preferen- 
tial of  Jackson,  in  violation  of  sections  1  and  3  of  the  interstate  com- 
merce act  We  are  asked  to  prescribe  maximum  reasonable  and  non- 
prejudicial rates  for  the  future.  The  Mississippi  Railroad  Commis- 
sion, the  Railroad  and  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  State  of 
Tennessee,  the  Jackson  Association  of  Commerce,  and  other  organiza- 
tions representing  certain  commercial  interests,  with  headquarters  at 
Jackson  and  Nashville,  Tenn.,  who  intervened  in  support  of  the 
complaint,  will  also  be  included  herein  in  the  general  designation  of 
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complainants.  Bates  will  be  stated  in  c«tt3  per  100  pounds,  and, 
unless  otherwise  indicated,  will  include  the  general  increase  of  1920. 

The  railroad  commissions  of  Tennessee  and  Mississippi,  recogniz- 
ing the  close  relationship  between  interstate  and  intrastate  rates 
and  the  discrimination  which  results  from  different  levels  of  rates 
on  interstate  and  intrastate  traffic,  have  been  active  in  cooperating 
with  us  with  a  view  to  bringing  about  a  harmonious  adjustment  of 
rates  between  points  in  these  states. 

Discussion  of  the  issue  of  undue  prejudice  is  unnecessary.  It  is 
conceded  by  all  parties  to  the  record  that  the  present  adjustment 
of  rates  from  Corinth  and  Jackson  to  intermediate  points  is  unduly 
prejudicial  to  the  former,  and  this  admission  is  amply  justified  by 
the  evidence  of  record.  The  parties,  however,  are  not  in  agreement 
as  to  the  proper  method  of  correcting  this  situation.  Defendant 
contends  that  its  rates  from  Jackson  are  unreasonably  low  and 
should  be  increased  to  the  level  of  those  applying  from  Corinth, 
while  complainants  maintain  that  the  latter  rates  are  unreasonably 
high  and  should  be  reduced. 

Corinth  is  the  first  station  on  defendant's  main  line  south  of  the 
Mississippi-Tennessee  state  line.  It  is  also  served  by  the  Memphis 
division  of  the  Southern  and  the  Chicago-Birmingham  line  of  the 
Illinois  Central  which  is  operated  over  defendant's  tracks  between 
Jackson  and  Corinth,  slightly  more  than  57  miles.  The  population 
of  the  city  is  5,020,  and  there  are  located  there  three  wholesale  gro- 
cery establishments,  including  complainant;  also  produce  estab- 
lishments, machine  shops,  lumber  dealers,  brick  manufacturers,  two 
soft-drink  bottling  plants,  and  a  clothing  dealer,  all  of  whom  are 
said  to  ship  goods  to  points  on  defendant's  line  between  Corinth  and 
Jackson. 

The  rates  applying  from  Jackson  are  the  Tennessee  intrastate 
rates,  established  as  a  result  of  the  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Public 
Utilities  Commission  of  Tennessee,  August  12,  1907,  which  order 
is  said  to  be  no  longer  operative,  twice  increased  25  per  cent.  Those 
from  Corinth  are  defendant's  interstate  distance  rates  applicable 
south  of  Cairo,  111.,  somewhat  revised  in  connection  with  the  ad- 
justment resulting  from  Fourth  Section  Violaiiont  in  the  Southeast, 
30  I.  C.  C,  153,  and  32  I.  C.  C,  61,  plus  two  separate  increases  of 
25  per  cent.  In  the  case  cited  we  fixed  a  scale  of  class  rates  for 
distances  of  300  miles  and  over,  which  the  carriers  were  authorized 
to  use  as  maxima  at  intermediate  points  in  connection  with  many 
specific  rates.  This  scale  fixed  a  first-class  rate  of  96  cents  for  a 
distance  of  300  mites.  In  the  revision  of  defendant's  rates  this 
figure  was  adopted  as  a  first-class  rate  for  300  miles  and  25  cents 
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as  a  first  class  rate  for  6  miles,  and  th«  rates  for  intermediate  dis- 
tances were  graded  out. 

Defendant's  interstate  scale  starts  witli  a  first-class  rate  of  39.5 
cents  for  5  miles,  increases  4,  4.6,  or  6  cents  for  each  additional  5 
miles,  resulting  in  a  rate  of  S3  cents  for  the  S5-mile  group,  which 
is  also  the  rate  for  60  miles,  the  maximum  distance  to  be  considered 
herein.  The  Tennessee  intrastate  scale  starts  Trith  31.5  cents  first- 
class  for  6  miles,  which  is  also  the  rate  for  10  miles,  and  is  62.5 
cents  for  the  60-mile  block. 

The  state  commissions  of  Mississippi  and  Tennessee  each  hare 
submitted  proposed  scales  which  are  claimed  to  be  reasonable  for 
adoption  between  these  points.  They  are  not  far  apart  in  level, 
and  both  are  constructed  in  conformity  with  the  class  relationship 
approved  in  Rates  to  and  from  Nathvilley  61  I.  C.  C,  308,  336,  and 
in  Rates  to,  from,  and  between  Points  South  of  Ohio  River,  64  I.  C. 
C,  107, 134,  viz: 


Percentagea 100    86    78    64    52    43    29    35    27    24 

The  scale  proposed  by  the  Tennessee  commission  starts  with  a  first- 
class  rate  of  31  cents  and  progresses  regularly  at  the  rate  of  8  cents 
for  each  5  miles,  resulting  in  a  rate  of  64  cents  for  60  miles,  and 
the  first-class  rates  differ  little  in  level  from  the  present  intrastate 
rates  applicable  on  defendant's  line  in  Tennessee.  The  scale  sug- 
gested by  the  Missis.sippi  commission  begins  with  a  first-class  rate 
of  86  cents  for  6  miles,  which  is  also  the  rate  for  10  miles,  progresses 
at  the  rate  of  3  cents  for  each  5  miles  up  to  30  miles,  and  2  cents  or 
8  cents  for  each  additional  5  miles,  resulting  in  a  rate  of  62  cents 
for  60  miles.  These  rates  are  materially  lower  than  the  present 
intrastate  rates  applicable  on  defendant's  line  in  Mississippi;  but 
all  intrastate  rates  are  now  under  consideration  by  the  Mississippi 
commission  with  a  view  to  their  realignment,  and,  furthermore,  these 
rates  are  governed  by  the  Mississippi  classification,  the  ratings  in 
which  are  lower  than  those  in  the  southern  classification  in  many 
instances. 
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The  following  table,  compiled  from  exhibits  of  record,  taking  the 
5,  10,  30,  50,  and  60  mile  blocks  as  representative,  compares  the 
oxisting  rates  with  those  proposed: 
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From  the  foregoing  it  will  be  observed  that  adoption  of  either  of 
the  proposals  would  result  in  marked  decreases  in  the  rates  from 
Corinth,  and  this  reduction  would  be  quite  substantial  as  to  classes 
3,  4,  6,  B,  C,  and  D,  which  are  said  to  move  most  of  the  traffic.  On 
the  lettered  classes,  the  rates  proposed  are  lower  than  the  present 
intrastate  rates  in  Tennessee. 

Complainants  compare  defendant's  scale  with  53  scales,  both  inter* 
state  and  intrastate,  applying  in  the  south  and  southeast,  and  it  is 
pointed  out  that  tiie  Southern  publishes  rates  applicable  on  interstate 
traffic  from  Corinth  to  points  on  its  line  which  are  materially  lower 
than  those  of  defendant.  Many  of  the  scales  cited  are  for  intrastate 
application,  end  some  seem  conspicuously  low.  In  general  they  are 
lower  than  the  defendant's  interstate  rates.  The  rates  on  the  lettered 
classes  in  particular,  however,  are  generally  higher  than  those  in  the 
scales  proposed  by  the  state  commissions.  Complainants  also  com- 
pare the  rates  from  Corinth  with  specific  rates  between  certain  points 
in  this  territory,  which  are  generally  considerably  lower  than  the  de- 
fendant's interstate  rates;  among  others  are  first-class  rates  of  66 
cents  from  Paducah,  Ky,,  to  Whitlock,  Tenn.,  58  miles,  and  69  cents 
from  Cairo  to  Union  City,  Tenn.,  55  miles. 

Defendant  admits  that  its  rates  are  higher  class  for  class  than  the 
Shreveport  and  Memphis-Southwestern  scales,  but  contends  that  this 
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is  justified,  among  other  things,  by  the  fact  that  the  ratings  in  western 
classification,  which  govern  the  former  scales,  are  in  many  instances 
much  higher  than  in  southern  classification,  which  governs  the  latter. 
Illustrative  of  this  defendant  introduced  an  exhibit  showing  that,  of 
610  carloads  of  merchandise  shipped  from  Mississippi  jobbinjr  points, 
approximately  one-half  of  which  were  classified  C  and  D,  all  would 
have  been  classified  1,  2, 3,  or  4  under  western  classification.  Defend- 
ant also  in  this  connection  shows  that  the  average  of  its  rates  for 
classes  1  to  D  compares  favorably  with  the  average  of  classes  1  to  4 
of  the  Shreveport  and  Memphis-Southwestern  scales.  Such  state- 
ments unaccompanied  by  more  detailed  information  as  to  the  com- 
modities included  and  the  conditions  of  transportation  are  not,  how- 
ever, convincing  that  this  isiEairly  representative  of  the  movement  in 
the  two  territories. 

Defendant  compares  its  interstate  rates  with  the  interstate  mileage 
scale  of  10  other  carriers  operating  in  the  Mississippi  Valley,  viz, 
the  Gulf  &  Ship  Island,  Gulf,  Mobile  &.  Northern,  Mississippi  Cen- 
tral, Illinois  Central,  NashviUe,  Chattanooga  &.  St.  Louis,  New  Or- 
leans &.  Northeastern,  New  Orleans  Great  Northern,  St.  Louis-Saa 
Francisco,  Southern  (west),  and  the  Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley. 
In  some  instances  defendant's  rates  are  lower  and  in  otiiflrs  higher 
than  those  cited.  But  it  is  worthy  of  notice  that  the  exhibit  dis- 
closes that  the  rates  of  the  Nashville,  Chattanooga  &  St.  Louis,  which 
also  operates  in  Tennessee,  are  much  lower  than  those  of  the  de- 
fendant; and  the  pronounced  weakness  of  some  of  the  carriers  men- 
tioned renders  their  rates  scarcely  comparable  with  defendant's.  It 
should  also  be  noted  that  in  many  instances  specific  rates  are  in  effect 
which  are  lower  than  those  under  the  distance  scales. 

Defendant's  line  extends  through  Mississippi  to  Mobile,  Ala.  It 
also  has  a  line  from  Artesia,  Miss.,  to  Montgomery,  Ala.  In  Merid- 
ian Traffic  Bureau  v.  S.  Ry,  Co.,  60  I.  C.  C,  5,  after  referring  to 
the  sparse  population  and  light  local  traffic  on  defendant's  lines  in 
Alabama  and  to  the  heavy  cost  of  construction  and  maintenance  and 
severe  operating  conditions  on  the  line  from  Artesia,  we  prescribed 
a  class  scale  for  application  between  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  certain 
Alabama  points,  which,  although  10  per  cent  higher  than  the  scale 
contemporaneously  authorized  for  use  on  the  Southern  and  Alabama 
Great  Southern,  is  dass  for  class  materially  lower  than  defendant's 
interstate  rates  here  under  consideration.  In  Rates  to  aiid  from 
Nashville,  supra,  a  scale  was  proposed  by  the  Nashville,  Chattanooga 
&  St.  Louis  which  is  substantially  lower  than  defendant's  interstate 
rates.  At  151  miles,  the  distance  between  Nashville  and  Chatta- 
nooga, this  scale  resulted  in  a  rate  of  $1.15  first  class.  Although 
the  scale  was  neither  approved  nor  disapproved  for  general  appli- 
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cation,  we  prescribed  a  first-class  rate  between  Nashville  aiid  Chat- 
tanooga of  90  cents.  The  following  compilation  from  exhibits  of 
record  compares  the  scales  referred  to  with  present  rates  from 
Corinth : 
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The  rate  of  90  cents  between  Nashville  and  Chattanooga  applies 
over  the  Nashville,  Chattanooga  &  St.  Louis,  where  traffic  density 
and  operating  conditions  are  said  not  to  be  as  favorable  as  on  the 
Mobile  &  Ohio.  A  statement  of  railway  operating  statistics  for  the 
year  ended  December  31,  1920,  introduced  by  defendant,  shows  the 
traffic  density  on  its  line  to  be  1,573,387  revenue  ton-miles  per  mile 
of  road  as  against  1,064,739  for  the  Nashville,  Chattanooga  &  St. 
Louis.  In  view  of  these  circumstances  it  seems  difficult  to  sustain 
here  a  first-class  rate  of  83  cents  for  60  miles.  The  testimony  shows 
that  the  unfavorable  conditions  obtaining  on  defendant's  line  from 
Artesia  into  Alabama  do  not  exist  between  Jackson  and  Corinth. 
The  present  record  justifies  rates  for  application  between  points 
here  under  consideration  somewhat  different  from  those  approved 
in  the  Meridian  Case. 

We  are  of  opinion  and  find  that  the  class  rates  from  Corinth, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Tennessee  on  defendant's  line  between  Corinth 
and  Jackson,  Miss.,  are  and  for  the  future  will  be  unreasonable  to 
the  extent  that  they  exceed  rates  for  corresponding  distances  shown 
in  the  following  table: 
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We  further  find  that  traffic  moves  between  Corinth  and  said 
points  in  Tennessee  under  transportation  conditions  that  are  sub- 
stantially similar  to  the  conditions  governing  the  corresponding 
movement  of  traffic  between  Jackson  and  such  points  in  Tennessee; 
and  that  the  class  rates  between  Corinth  and  said  points  and  be- 
tween Jackson  and  the  same  points  are  and  for  tlie  future  will  be 
unduly  prejudicial  to  Corinth  and  shippers  there  located  and  un- 
duly preferential  of  Jackson  and  shippers  there  located  to  the 
extent  that  the  class  rates  froin  Corinth  to  said  points  exceed  or 
may  exceed  the  class  rates  contemporaneously  maintained  for  like 
distances  between  Jackson  and  said  points  in  Tennessee. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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Rates  on  ;ellow-plne  Iumb»,  In  carloada,  from  Ranger,  Tex.,  to  Duncan, 
Tulsa,  and  Walters,  Okla.,  found  unreasonable.  Reasonable  nuslmuui 
rates  prescribed  and  r^aratlon  awarded. 

V.  E.  MUsark  for  complainant. 

L.  M.  Bogaett,  L.  P.  Nash,  R.  C.  Trovillion,  ChoTies  R.  Webber, 
George  Thompaon,  and  Robert  Thompaon  for  defendants. 

Kepobt  of  the  Comhissioh. 

Division  3,  Couuissionbsb  Haij^  Eastuan,  and  Campbell, 
Bt  Division  3: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  and  defendants  to  the  re- 
port proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  wood  and  steel  tanks  and  oil-w^l  supplies,  by  complaint  alleges 
that  the  rates  on  carload  shipments  of  yellow-pine  lumber  from 
Banger,  Tes.,  to  Duncan,  Tulsa,  and  Walters,  Okla.,  between  July 
12  and  November  22,  1920,  were  unreasonable,  unjustly  discrimina- 
tory, unduly  prejudicial  and  in  violation  of  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  the  fourth  section  of  the  interstate  commerce  act  We 
are  asked  to  prescribe  reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  rates  for  the 
future  and  to  award  reparation.  Bates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per 
100  pounds. 

Banger  is  95  miles  west  of  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  the  main  line 
of  the  Texas  &  Pacific  to  El  Paso,  Tex.  It  is  approximately  64 
miles  west  of  Weatherford,  Tex.,  and  20  miles  east  of  Cisco,  Tex., 
on  the  same  line. 

Complainant  has  made  Banger  its  headquarters  for  supplying  the 
oil  fields  of  Texas  and  southwestern  Oklahoma.  The  lumber  was  to 
be  used  as  decking  for  wooden  oil  tanks.  Banger  is  not  in  a  lumber- 
producing  territory,  hot  at  times  complainant  carries  in  stock  there 
a  qunntity  equivalent  to  80  or  40  carloads  of  this  kind  of  material. 
661.0.0. 
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Complainant  shipped  1  carload  to  Walters  on  September  3,  1920; 
1  to  Duncan  on  September  25,  1920;  and  10  to  Tulsa,  some  before 
and  some  after  August  26, 1920.  All  moved  over  the  Texas  &  Pacific 
to  Fort  Worth.  Thence  the  shipments  to  Walters  and  Duncan 
moved  over  the  Chicago,  Hock  Island  &  Pacific,  and  those  to  Tulsa 
over  the  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  or  the  St.  Louis-San  Francisco. 
The  rates  charged  were,  to  Walters,  39  cents;  to  Duncan,  52,5  cents; 
and  to  Tulsa,  41  and  44.5  cents  before  August  26,  1920,  and  from 
65.5  to  64.6  cents  thereafter.  The  tariff  authority  for  these  rates  is 
not  clear.  Combination  rates  of  44.5  cents  prior  to  August  26, 
1920,  and  60  cents  thereafter  were  applicable,  consisting  of  class-D 
rates  to  Weatherford  of  15.5  cents  and  21  cents,  and  commodity 
rates  beyond  of  29  cents  and  39  cents,  before  and  after  that  date, 
respectively.  Accordingly  tliere  are  outstanding  overcharges  and 
undercharges. 

Complainant  contends  that  prior  to  August  26,  1920,,  the  rates 
charged  should  not  have  exceeded  29  cents  to  Tulsa  and  23.5  cents 
to  Duncan  and  Walters;  and  that  after  that  date,  the  correspond- 
ing rates  should  not  have  exceeded  39  cents  to  Tulsa  and  31.5  cents 
to  Duncan  and  Walters.  These  rates  to  Tulsa  were  contemporane- 
ously in  effect  from  Cisco  and  Weatherford,  and  the  basis  sought 
to  Duncan  and  Walters  was  contemporaneously  maintained  from 
Cisco  and  Weatherford  to  Texarkana,  Tex. 

Defendants  urge  that  no  lumber  moves  from  Cisco  on  the  rates 
instanced  by  complainant.  To  Oklahoma,  Weatherford  is  the  most 
westerly  point  of  origin  in  the  southwestern  lumber  blanket,  which 
extends  400  miles  to  the  east,  as  far  as  Alexandria  and  Lake  Charles, 
La.  The  destinations  in  Oklahoma  are  also  grouped.  Althou^ 
Banger  is  in  Texas  common-point  territory,  it  is  not  on  the  same  rate 
basis  as  Weatherford  for  some  classes  of  traffic,  especially  heavy 
commodities,  moving  to  or  from  Oklahoma  points,  Kansas  City,  or 
other  defined  territoriesL 

At  an  average  loading  of  approximately  34  tons,  the  earnings 
under  the  applicable  ratw  from  Banger,  as  compared  with  the  rates 
sought,  are: 
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The  disparity  in  revenues,  as  between  the  three  destinations,  is  due 
to  the  fact  that  the  rates  from  Texas  are  blanketed  to  points  in 
Oklahoma,  and  the  measure  of  the  rates  is  controlled  bj  the  extensive 
southwestern  lumber  blanket. 

Complainant  alleges  that  the  long-and-short-haul  provision  of  the 
fourth  section  is  violated  by  the  maintenance  of  rates  from  Ranger 
to  points  east  of  the  Mississippi  and  north  of  the  Ohio  rivers  which 
are  lower  than  thoae  contranporaneously  in  effect  over  the  same  route 
to  Tulsa.  The  rates  to  the  more  distant  points  are  45.5  cents  to  Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio,  48.5  cents  to  Columbus,  Ohio,  43.5  cents  to  Seymour, 
Ind.,  and  64.5  cents  to  Parkersburg,  W.  Va.  Prior  to  August  26, 
1920,  these  rates  were  34,  36.5,  82.5,  and  41  cents,  respectively. 
They  were  and  are  lower  than  those  contemporaneously  in  effect  from 
Ranger  to  Tulsa.  These  departures  from  the  fourth  section  are 
Dot  protected  and  were  and  are  unlawful.  The  findings  herein  will 
remove  them. 

The  allegations  of  unjust  discrimination  and  undue  prejudice  are 
not  sustained  by  the  evidence. 

We  find  that  the  rates  charged  for  the  transportation  of  ship- 
ments of  yellow-pine  lumber,  in  carloads,  from  Ranger  to  Tulsa, 
Duncan,  and  Walters  were,  are,  and  for  the  future  will  be  nnreason- 
able  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  29  cents  per  100  pounds  during 
the  period  between  July  12  and  August  25,  1920,  inclusive,  and  39 
cents  per  100  pounds  thereafter.  We  further  find  that  complainant 
made  the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges 
thereon;  that  it  has  be«n  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of  the  dif- 
ference between  the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have  ac- 
crued at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  it  ia  entitled  to 
reparation,  with  interest.  Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  V 
of  the  Rules  of  Practice.  Pr<^r  allowance  should  be  made  for  all 
overcharges  and  undercharges. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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STATE    OF    IDAHO,    EX    REL.    PUBUC    UTILITIES 

COMMISSION  OF  THE  STATE  OF  IDAHO, 

«■ 

DIEECTOK  GENERAL,  OREGON  SHORT  LINE  RAILROAD 

COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  JantMrv  7,  19B1.    DeeUed  February  6,  19iS. 


1.  Tbe  maintenance  of  interstate  ratea  on  commodities,  the  rates  on  wblcb  are 

blanketed,  from  and  to  points  on  the  Wilder  and  Murphy  branches  of 
the  Oregon  Short  Line,  higher  than  the  rates  contemporaneously  main- 
tained from  and  to  Nampa,  Bnunett,  and  Boise,  Idaho;  and  maintenance 
of  rates  stated  upon  a  graded  basis  from  and  to  points  on  these  brancbw 
higher  thaa  from  and  to  points  for  like  distances  on  the  Emmett  and 
Boise  branches ;  not  found  unreasonable  'bat  found  unduly  preludidaL 
Undue  prejudice  ordered  removed. 

2.  Rates  to  and  from  points  on  the  line  of  the  Caldwell  Traction  Company 

from  and  to  Interstate  deatlnatlous  not  found  unreasonable  or  unduly 
preJudldaL 

RayjiWTui  L.  Givena  and  John  E.  Benton  for  complainants. 
R.  V.  Fletcher,  H.  A.  Scandrett,  George  H.  Smith,  J.  T.  Bam- 
mond,  jr.,  J,  M,  Souhy,  and  L.  T.  Wilcox  for  defendants. 

Refobt  of  the  Commission. 
By  the  Commibsiok  : 

Exceptions  were  filed  b;  complainant  and  defendants  to  the  re- 
ports proposed  by  the  examiner  and  the  parties  were  heard  in  oral 
argument.  In  view  of  the  similarity  of  the  issues  raised  by  the 
complaints  these  cases  have  been  consolidated  and  will  be  disposed 
of  in  one  report. 

The  complaint  in  No.  10858  was  brought  on  behalf  of  shippers 
located  on  the  lines  of  the  Caldwell  Traction  Company,  an  electric 
line  connecting  with  the  Oregon  Short  Line  at  Caldwell,  Idaho,  and 
operating  from  that  point  two  branch  lines,  each  about  11  miles  long, 
terminating  at  Wilder  and  McNeil,  Idaho,  respectively.  At  the  time 
of  the  first  hearing  herein,  December  27,  1919,  the  Wilder  branch 

>  Thii  report  also  embricea  No.  11B86,  Subb  b.  Ortgon  Bbort  Line  RallriMd  Camptnf 
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was  being  operated  under  a  50-year  lease  from  the  Oregon  Short 
Line.  Under  through  billing  arrangements,  freight  charges  to  and 
from  points  on  the  lines  of  the  traction  company  were  assessed  on 
basis  of  the  combination  of  locals  on  Caldwell.  The  complaint  at- 
tacked the  existing  rates  to  and  from  all  interstate  points  as  un- 
reasonable and  unduly  prejudicial.  The  establishment  of  reason- 
able and  nondiscriminatory  joint  rates  on  all  commodities  was  re- 
quested for  the  future. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner 
the  Caldwell  Traction  Company  forfeited  its  lease  of  the  Wilder 
branch  and  that  line  was  taken  back  and  its  operation  as  a  part  of 
the  Oregon  Short  Line  resumed.  Because  of  this  change  in  conditions 
in  so  far  as  points  on  the  Wilder  branch  are  concerned,  a  petition  to 
rehear  was  granted  and  a  further  hearing  had,  at  which  it  was  agreed 
by  the  parties  that  the  issue  now  presented  with  respect  to  the  Wilder 
branch  is  identical  with  that  presented  in  No.  11386.  The  testimony 
of  the  principal  witnesses  in  the  latter  case  was  thereupon  made  a 
part  of  the  record  in  Ko.  10858. 

The  complaint  in  No.  11386  alleges  that  the  rates  applicable  upon 
all  commodities,  particularly  potatoes,  live  stock,  and  all  farm  prod- 
ucts from  and  to  points  on  the  Murphy  branch  of  the  Oregon  Short 
Line,  extending  from  Nnmpa,  Idaho,  the  main-line  junction  point,  to 
Murphy,  Idaho,  to  and  from  all  interstate  points,  are  unreasonable 
and  unduly  prejudicial,  in  violation  of  sections  1  and  3  of  the  inter- 
state commerce  act,  particularly  in  that  they  exceed  the  rates  charged 
upon  the  same  commodities  for  similar  distances  on  the  main  line  of 
that  carrier.  Reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  rates  for  the  future  are 
sought.  The  Glendale  Potato  Growers'  Association  intervened  to 
support  the  attack  on  the  interstate  rates  on  potatoes  from  Murphy 
branch  points. 

The  Oregon  Short  Line  is  the  only  important  interstate  carrier 
operating  in  southern  Idaho.  The  main  line  enters  the  state  on  the 
east  at  Border,  Wyo.,  and  passes  out  of  the  state  on  the  west  at  Weiser, 
Idaho,  a  distance  of  426  miles.  The  Murphy  branch  extends  south- 
ward from  Nampa,  a  distance  of  SO  miles  to  Murphy.  Two  other 
branches  extend  from  Nampa,  the  Boise  branch  running  20  miles  to 
Boise,  Idaho,  and  the  Lakeport  branch  running  129  miles  to  Lakeport, 
Idaho,  extending  through  Emmett,  Idaho,  Emmett  being  27  mites 
from  Nampa.  Emmett  is  connected  with  the  main  line  by  another 
branch  line  from  Payette,  Idaho,  the  distance  from  Payette  to  Em- 
mett being  30  miles.  The  branch  from  Nampa  to  Emmett  and  the 
branch  from  Payette  to  Emmett  when  taken  together  form  a  line 
about  10  miles  longer  than  the  main  line  between  Nampa  and  Payette. 
Caldwell  is  9  miles  west  of  Nampa. 
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The  Murphy  and  Wilder  branches  serve  what  is  knowa  as  the 
Deer  Flat  country,  immediately  adjacent  to  the  Boise  Valley.  Its 
lands  are  stated  to  be  very  fertile,  producing  large  quantities  of 
potatoes  and  grain,  and  it  is  also  a  stock-raising  country.  It  re- 
ceives its  water  for  irrigation  purposes  from  the  Deer  Flat  reser- 
voir and  from  the  Arrow  Rock  dam,  a  govenunent  project  located 
on  the  Boise  Eiver.  The  Boise  Valley  also  receives  its  water  from 
the  Boise  River.  That  valley  extends  from  the  main  line  of  the 
Oregon  Short  Line  on  the  south  to  the  hills  on  the  north,  some  20 
to  80  miles  distant,  and  is  served  in  part  by  the  main  line  and  in 
part  by  the  Boise  branch.  The  branch  extending  from  Nampa  to 
Emmett  runs  through  the  lower  end  of  that  valley  and  into  the 
Kmmctt  Valley.  The  Emmett  Valley  follows  the  Payette  Rivet 
and  the  principal  town  in  that  valley  is  Emmett,  The  three  terri- 
tories— the  Boise  Valley,  the  Emmett  Valley,  and  the  Deer  Flat 
country — are  near  each  other  and  have  interests  in  common,  and  it 
is  accordingly  contended  that  they  should  be  considered  as  one  com- 
munity. The  extreme  width  of  the  three  territories  does  not  exceed 
60  miles.  The  chief  ground  of  contention  at  the  hearing  was  -that 
Murphy  is  not  accorded  the  same  rates  as  Boise  and  Emmett.  Com- 
modity rates  from  and  to  both  Emmett  and  Boise  to  and  from  inter- 
stata  points  are  generally  the  same  as  the  rates  from  and  to  Nampa — 
the  main-line  point — while  from  and  to  Murphy  the  rates  are  made 
by  adding  the  differentials  over  Nampa,  the  rates  on  fruits  outbound 
and  coal  from  Wyoming  alone  excepted. 

Defendants  contend  that  the  allegations  of  the  complaint  re- 
fi^rred  to  main-line  points  generally  and  were  not  sufficiently  explicit 
to  put  them  on  notice  that  complainants  would  present  their  case 
with  reference  mainly  to  the  Boise  branch  and  the  branches  to  Em- 
mett. But  defendants  also  contend  that  the  lines  from  Nampa  and 
Payette  to  Emmett  are  not  branch  lines,  but  form  a  second  main 
line  between  Nampa  and  Payette.  The  record  shows  that  seldom 
does  main-line  traffic  between  Nampa  and  Payette  move  via  Enunett. 
Furthermore,  defendants'  justification  for  the  application  of  the 
Nampa  rate  to  Emmett  is  not  that  this  route  is  operated  as  a  main 
line,  but  that  any  higher  rate  would  be  in  violation  of  the  fourth 
section,  because  main-line  traffic  might  move  through  Emmett. 

When  asked  if  they  desired  a  rehearing  or  a  further  hearing  in 
view  of  their  contention  that  they  had  not  had  an  adequate  oppor- 
tunity to  make  up  the  record  to  answer  complainant's  case  as  to  the 
Boise  and  Emmett  branches,  defendants  stated  that  they  did  not. 
We  are  of  opinion  that  complainant  was  within  the  allegations  of 

^  its  complaints  in  presenting  evidence  of  the  rates  on  these  branch 

'  lines  to  show  undue  prejudice. 
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The  rate  situation  applicable  from  and  to  Boise,  it  la  stated,  is 
one  that  has  existed  practically  since  the  beginning  of  operations 
by  the  Oregon  Short  Line.  Boise  is  the  capital  and  largest  city  in 
the  state  of  Idaho.  Being  the  capital  gives  it  a  certain  prestige 
which,  together  with  the  fact  that  it  is  the  largest  jobbing  and 
wholesale  point  in  the  state,  has  led  to  its  being  accorded  the  main- 
line and  Nampa  rates.  The  amount  of  business  handled  on  the 
Boise  branch,  both  paesenger  and  freight,  is  said  to  bear  no  com- 
parison to  that  of  the  Murphy  branch  on  which  only  600  people  live. 

Bates  to  and  from  points  on  the  Oregon  Short  Line  are  largely 
made  upon  a  blanket  basis.  Rates  from  eastern  defined  territories 
are  blanketed  to  all  points  in  the  Pacific  northwest,  including  branch- 
line  as  well  as  main-line  points  on  the  Oregon  Short  line.  Com- 
modity rates  generally  from  Chicago,  JU.,  westbound,  are  blanketed 
from  the  eastern  to  the  western  boundary  of  Idaho,  and  branch- 
line  points,  including  points  on  the  Murphy  branch,  are  carried 
upon  the  same  basis  as  main-line  points.  Eastbound  from  Fort- 
land,  Oreg.,  and  Spokane,  Wash.,  the  rates  on  many  commodities 
are  blanketed,  and  the  same  rates  apply  to  all  main-line  points  on 
the  Oregon  Short  Line  from  Weiser,  on  the  west,  to  Payson,  Utah, 
B  distance  of  638  miles.  Weiser  is  59  miles  west  of  Ifampa.  From 
Murphy  differentials  varying  from  11  to  38.5  cents  apply  on  the 
different  commodities  named  in  an  exhibit  of  record.  It  is  stated 
that  westbound  rates  on  certain  commodities  when  destined  to  Fort- 
land  and  Spokane  are  blanketed  from  Utah  common  points  as  far 
west  as  Weiser,  but  when  like  shipments  originate  on  the  Murphy 
branch  a  differential  must  be  added  to  the  blanket  rate.  Kates  on 
commodities  produced  in  Idaho  are  also  largely  blanketed  as  to 
points  of  production.  Fruit  rates  are  blanketed  from  Huntington, 
Oteg.,  on  the  west,  to  Pocatello,  Idaho,  on  the  east,  a  distance  of 
827  mUes,  when  destined  to  far  eastern  points  such  as  New  York, 
Pittsburgh,  and  Boston,  and  the  blanket  rate  is  applied  from  all 
branch-line  points  within  the  blanket,  including  the  Murphy  branch 
as  before  noted. 

On  grain  the  rates  to  eastern  points  of  destination  are  blanketed 
from  Disney,  Idaho,  on  the  east  to  Weiser  on  the  west,  a  distance  of 
192  miles,  but  the  rates  from  Murphy  are  4  cents  higher  than  from 
Kampa.  Bates  on  hay  to  eastern  destinations  are  blanketed  from 
Moxa,  Wyo.,  on  the  east,  to  Bliss,  Idaho,  on  the  west,  a  distance  of 
943  miles,  including  the  Twin  Falls  and  Wood  River  branches. 
Rates  from  Murphy  are  3.6  cents  higher  than  the  blanket  rate.  Bates 
on  wool  in  bales  to  eastern  points  ar6  said  to  be  graded.  From 
Murphy  the  rates  are  5  cents  higher  than  from  Nampa.  On  live 
stock  the  rates  from  main-line  points  are  also  usually  graded  to 
eastern  destinationis  but  from  Murphy  they  are  3.5  cent*  over  Nampa. 

aeLO.a 


884  INTBBSXATB  COMUBRCE  COMMISSION  BEPOBTS. 

There  is  an  extensive  showing  of  the  blanket-rate  system  emplojed 
by  the  Oregon  Short  Line  in  stating  ita  commodity  rates  to  and  tnta 
interstate  points  from  which  it  appears  that,  with  the  exception  of 
Emmett  and  Boise,  the  rates  to  and  from  branch-line  points  are 
generally  a  varying  differential  orer  the  main-line  junction-point 
rates.  Numerous  rate  exhibits  were  introduced  by  both  complain- 
ant and  defendants  from  which  it  is  apparent  that  no  uniform  sys- 
tem of  branch-line  differentials  is  employed  in  constructing  the  inter- 
state rates  applicable  on  any  of  the  973  miles  of  branch-line  mileage, 
the  Murphy  branch  being  no  exception  in  this  respect.  The  rate 
situation  generally  prevailing,  it  is  contended,  is  unduly  prejudicial 
to  the  branch-line  points  in  favor  of  main-line  points. 

To  remove  the  prejudice  which  it  is  contended  exists  against  Mur- 
phy and  in  favor  of  Boise  and  £mmett,  and  to  accord  points  on  the 
Murphy  branch  reasonable  rates,  complainants  propose  that  when 
rates  are  blanketed,  Murphy  should  take  the  blanket  rate,  and  that 
when  they  are  graded  the  rate  from  Murphy  should  be  a  differential 
over  Hampa  constructed  by  doubling  the  earnings  per  ton-mile  under 
the  respective  rates  from  Nampa  to  destination  and  applying  those 
doubled  earnings  to  the  haul  on  the  branch  line.  In  other  words, 
give  the  carrier  twice  the  ton-mile  earnings  for  that  part  of  the  haul 
over  the  Murphy  branch  that  it  receives  under  its  rate  for  the 
respective  main-line  haul. 

From  an  exhibit  offered  by  defendants  it  appears  that  during  the 
year  1919  there  were  1,73G  cars  of  various  commodities  shipped  from 
the  several  stations  on  the  Murphy  branch  and  264  cars  received  at 
such  stations,  and  that  there  were  224  cars  shipped  between  stations 
on  this  branch  and  a  total  1.  c.  1.  tonnage  of  4,751,300  pounds.  The 
total  tonnage  in  pounds  was  69,020,936,  on  which  a  total  income  of 
$32,232.69  was  received.  The  revenue  on  the  I.  o.  1.  shipments  was 
estimated  by  taking  the  average  of  the  first,  second,  third,  and  fourth 
class  rates  from  the  respective  stations  to  Nampa  and  applying  such 
average  rates  to  the  total  1.  c.  1.  tonnage  from  the  respective  stations. 

Operating  statistics  for  the  year  1919  for  the  Murphy  branch 
show  net  ton-miles,  842,779;  gross  ton-miles,  4,360,152;  net  tons 
per  train  38.33,  as  compared  to  1,400,847  net  ton-miles,  5,835,920 
gross  ton-miles,  and  62.58  net  tons  per  train  for  the  Payette 
branch;  and  133,260,854  net  ton-miles,  379,064,411  gross  ton-miles, 
and  140.58  net  tons  per  train  for  the  1,377.41  miles  of  branch 
lines;  and  2,787,368,937  net  ton-miles,  6,742,477,023  gross  ton- 
miles,  and  762.08  net  tons  per  train  for  the  070.18  miles  of  main 
lino.  Defendants  contend,  based  upon  this  showing,  that  traffic 
destined  to  or  having  origin  on  the  Murphy  branch  should  pay 
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something  toward  the  cost  of  operating  this  branch,  but  explain 
that  by  this  they  do  not  mean  that  the  Murphy  branch  or  any 
other  branch  should  be  called  upon  to  pay  its  own  way  in  the  same 
manner  as  if  it  were  an  independently  operated  railroad. 

While  exhibits  were  filed  showing  comparative  rates  on  muiy 
commodities,  the  evidence  was  directed  mainly  to  rates  on  potatoes. 
The  Deer  Flat  country  has  been  developed  as  a  farming  section 
within  the  past  10  years.  Peculiarly  favorable  conditions  of  soil 
and  climate  have  encouraged  the  growing  of  potatoes,  which  have 
supplanted  other  crops  formerly  produced  in  that  region. 

The  rates  on  potatoes  to  eastern  points  of  destination  in  which 
the  intervening  Potato  Growers*  Association  is  particularly  in- 
terested are  blanketed  from  main-line  points  from  Bliss  on  the 
east  to  Weiser  on  the  west,  a  distance  of  167  miles.  Points  on  the 
Murphy  branch  pay  differentials  over  the  blanket  rate  varying  from 
2.5  to  7.5  cents  for  branch-line  hauls  varying  from  9  to  30  miles. 
These  differentials  are  compared  with  those  which  apply  from 
points  on  the  Minidoka  branch  of  the  Oregon  Short  Line  on 
potatoes  to  Portland.  Minidoka,  the  junction  point,  is  186  miles 
east  of  Nampa  and  takes  the  blanket  rate  of  44  cents,  which  also 
applies  from  the  latter  point  to  Portland.  Bogerson  and  Buhl, 
Idaho,  on  the  Minidoka  branch,  take  differentials  of  7.5  cents  and 
Z.6  cents  over  Minidoka  on  such  traffic  for  additional  distances  of 
88  miles  and  74  miles,  respectively. 

With  respect  to  the  potato  rates,  it  is  further  shown  that  the  rates 
from  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho,  to  eastern,  Texas,  and  southeastern  points 
are  12.5  cents  higher  than  the  rates  from  Greeley,  Colo.  The  dis- 
tance between  Greeley  and  Idaho  Falls  is  stated  to  be  760  miles. 
The  rates  from  Kampa  to  these  territories  are  6.5  cents  higher  than 
the  corresponding  rates  from  Idaho  Falls,  and  the  distance  between 
these  points  is  296  miles.  If  the  6-cent  differential  applicable  to 
Murphy  over  Nampa  is  added  to  the  6.5-cent  differential  of  Nampa 
over  Idaho  Falls,  the  spread  between  Idaho  Fails  and  Murphy  is 
11.5  cents  for  a  difference  in  distance  of  826  miles.  When  this  dif- 
ferential of  11.5  cents  is  compared  with  the  12.5-cent  spread  between 
Idaho  Fails  and  Greeley  for  a  750-mUe  additional  haul,  the  com- 
plainants contend  that  the  Murphy  differential  is  shown  to  be  un- 
reasonable and  that  it  is  likewise  unreasonable  when  compared  with  ' 
the  rates  from  points  in  Oregon  and  Wadington  which,  for  distances 
of  700  and  800  miles,  in  excess  of  the  distance  from  Murphy,  are 
only  2.5  cents  over  the  Murphy  rates. 

For  the  defendants  it  is  stated  that  the  potato-rate  adjustment  is 
one  in  which  the  Oregon  Short  Line  haa  made  an  extreme  effort  to 
pat  in  a  basis  from  Idaho  that  will  permit  tlie  Idaho  farmers  to 

aoLaa 

i:q,t7,:-rb;G00<^lc 


836  INTBBST&TE  COUURBCB  C0UMT&8I0IT  RBFOBIS. 

compete  with  Colorado  prodnceis,  and  that  for  this  reason  the  12.5- 
cent  difference  in  rate  between  Greeley  and  Idaho  Falls  for  a  750- 
mile  difference  in  distance  should  not  be  taken  as  a  proper  measure 
of  relationship  between  points  in  Idaho. 

With  respect  to  the  Wilder  branch,  defendants  stated  at  the  hear- 
ing that  it  was  their  intention  to  restore  the  same  basis  of  rates  to 
and  from  points  on  that  branch  as  was  in  effect  prior  to  its  operation 
by  the  traction  company,  with  appropriate  adjustments  to  take  care 
of  any  increase  in  the  general  rate  level  since  that  date.  As  indi- 
cated above,  the  evidence  offered  with  respect  to  the  Murphy  branch 
is  relied  upon  to  sustain  the  allegations  of  the  complaint  with  respect 
to  rates  from  and  to  points  on  the  Wilder  brandi.  Very  little  evi- 
dence was  offered  with  respect  to  rates  to  and  from  points  on  the 
McNeil  branch  of  the  Caldwell  Traction  Company  except  compari- 
sons of  those  rates  with  rates  from  points  on  bruich  lines  of  the 
Oregon  Short  Line.  This  record  will  not  support  a  finding  that 
the  combination  rates  assailed  to  and  from  points  on  the  McNeil 
branch  of  the  traction  line  are  unreasonable  or  unduly  prejudicial. 

Defendants'  contentions  that  additional  charges  should  be  levied 
for  branch-line  service  in  addition  to  the  rates  to  and  from  the  main- 
line junction  points  would  be  well  founded  were  it  not  for  the  fact 
that  the  rates  involved  are  in  large  measure  blanket  rates,  and  the 
further  fact  that  the  defendants,  without  any  persuasive  showing  of 
dissimilarity,  do  not  observe  the  rule  on  which  their  contention  is 
based  with  respect  to  the  Boise  and  Emmett  branches  serving  terri- 
tories adjacent  to  that  served  by  the  Murphy  and  Wilder  branches. 

The  traffic  density  on  the  Murphy  and  Wilder  branches  may  be 
light,  but  their  operating  coste  are  relatively  light  also.  What  the 
operating  cost  figures  are  for  the  Bmmett  branch  do  not  appear,  but 
if  the  $204,830.71  that  it  cost  to  operate  the  Boise  branch  in  1819  could 
be  absorbed  without  any  additional  charge,  in  general,  for  operation 
over  that  branch,  no  sufiicieat  reason  appears  why  the  same  treatment 
should  not  be  accorded  Murphy,  especially  when  like  treatment  is  also 
accorded  Emmett.  If  the  principle  of  an  additional  charge  is  sound 
for  application  in  the  case  of  Murphy  and  Wilder,  it  should  likewise 
apply  to  Boise  and  Emmett.  The  fact  that  it  is  not  applied  at  either 
of  the  latter  points  would  indicate  that  for  this  particular  district 
'  the  defendants  do  not  recognize  it  as  a  principle  which  should  (xm- 
trol  with  respect  to  the  blanket  rates  at  least  Their  rate  exhibits 
show  that  on  other  branches  the  rates  are  generally  hi^er  than  those 
applicable  at  the  main-line  junctions. 

When  points  distributed  over  an  extensive  area  are  grouped  and  a 
blanket  rate  applied  to  or  from  all  such  points,  the  fact  that  points 
lying  within  that  blanket  are  on  a  branch  line  does  not  srgue  as 
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strongly  that  there  should  be  a  branch-line  differential  as  when  the 
rates  are  applied  upon  a  graded  basis.  The  question  of  whether  or 
not  there  should  be  such  a  differential  in  connection  with  blanket 
rates  depends  in  a  large  measure  upon  how  extensive  the  blanket  is. 
In  the  territory  involved  the  blankets  are  necessarily  large.  In  an 
extensive  blanket  a  branch-line  haul  of  30  miles  loses  its  significance 
unless  it  is  made  to  appear  that  the  branch-line  operation  is  much 
more  expensive  than  main-line  operations  from  r^noter  parts  of  the 
blanket. 

In  DO  instance  was  any  attempt  made  by  complainants  to  prove 
that  any  particular  rate  from  or  to  any  point  outside  the  state  of 
Idaho  was  unreasonable,  and  all  of  the  proof  was  addressed  to  show- 
ing the  difference  in  rates  only.  These  records  will  not  support  a 
finding  of  unreasonableness. 

Upon  these  records  we  find  that  the  maintenance  hy  defendants  of 
blanket  interstate  rates  on  potatoes,  grain,  hay,  and  other  com- 
modities, from  and  to  Nampa,  Emmett,  and  Boise,  lower  than  the 
rates  contemporaneously  maintained  on  like  traffic  from  and  to  points 
on  the  Murphy  and  Wilder  branches  results  in  undue  prejudice 
against  the  points  on  such  branches  and  in  undue  preference  of 
Nampa,  Emmett,  and  Boise,  to  the  extent  of  the  difference  in  such 
rates.  We  further  find  that  the  maintenance  of  interstate  rates  on 
commodities,  the  rates  on  which  are  stated  on  a  graded  or  milea^ 
basis  front  and  to  points  on  the  Wilder  and  Murphy  branches  higher 
than  are  contemporaneously  maintained  from  and  to  points  on  the 
Emmett  and  Boise  branches,  results  in  undue  prejudice  against 
points  on  the  former,  and  in  undue  preference  of  points  on  the  latter 
branches,  to  the  extent  that  the  branch-line  differentials  on  the  former 
exceed  those  contemporaneously  maintained  on  like  traffic  from  and 
to  points  on  the  latter  branches  for  like  distances  from  the  main-line 
junction. 

An  order  will  be  entered  requiring  the  removal  of  the  undue  preju- 
dice found  to  exist 

Haix,  CoiruTmsioner,  dissenting  in  part: 

The  report  properly  finds  that  the  records  in  these  two  cases  will 
not  support  a  finding  of  unreasonableness.  The  further  finding  of 
undue  prejudice  to  points  on  the  Murphy  and  Wilder  branches  and 
undue  preference  of  points  on  the  Emmett  and  Boise  branches  is  not 
responsive  to  any  issue  presented  by  the  pleadings  or,  to  my  mind, 
supported  by  the  evidence.  For  one  thing,  no  competition  is  shown. 
The  complaint  should  be  dismissed. 

I  am  authorized  by  Couhissioneb  Lewis  to  say  that  he  concurs  in 
these  views. 
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No.  11718.« 

CLINTON  PAVING  BRICK  COMPANY  ET  AL. 

«. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CHICAGO  &  EASTERN 

ILLINOIS  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  Oetot>er  H,  mi.    DeeiOtS  Febrvary  tl.  IStt. 


Rates  OD  tnine-rnn  bttuminouB  coal.  In  carloads,  from  certain  mtnes  in  tbo 
CUntou  and  BrazU  districts  in  Indiana  to  complainants'  plants  at  ainton. 
Locan,  Mount  Silica,  and  Brazil,  Ind.,  daring  federal  control,  found  unrea- 
sonable.   Beparatlon  awarded. 

B.  B.  Coapatick  for  complainanta 

K,  L.  Richmond  and  John  F,  Pinerty  for  defendants. 

Refost  op  the  Cohhissiok. 
Division  1,  Cohhissioitzbb  McChokd,  Aitchison,  and  Lewis. 
Br  Division  1 : 

These  four  cases  bring  in  issue  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates 
chained  subsequent  to  June  24, 1918,  for  the  transportation  of  mine- 
run  bituminous  coal  in  carloads  from  mines  in  the  Clinton  and  Brazil 
districts  in  Indiana  to  industries  in  Clinton,  Locan,  Mount  Silica, 
and  Brazil,  in  the  same  state.  The  complaints  allege  that  the  rates 
were  unjust  and  unreasonable  in  violation  of  section  1  of  the  inter* 
state  commerce  act  and  section  10  of  the  federal  control  act.  Repara* 
tion  is  asked.  As  the  traffic  was  iiitmstate  the  issues  are  limited  to 
the  period  from  June  2^,  1918,  to  the  termination  of  federal  control, 
February  29,  1920.  Rates  herein  are  stated  in  cents  per  ton  of  2,000 
pounds. 

Clinton  is  on  the  Chicago  &  Eastern  Illinois  Railroad,  hereinafter 
called  the  Eastern  Illinois,  about  15  miles  north  of  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 
It  is  on  the  border  of  what  is  known  as  the  Clinton  coal  district, 
liocan  and  Mount  Silica  are  on  the  Eastern  Illinois  about  7  miles  and 
10  miles,  respectively,  north  of  Clinton.     Brazil  is  22  miles  east  of 

>Tbll  report  iIbo  «Bbrac*>  No.  11733.  Natlatial  Drain  Til*  CemiwDr  D.  Same;  No. 
11T4Z.  Braill  ClBT  CompiBT  "■  Dlrrctar  General,  a«  Arant,  Cratcal  IndlaDa  Ballvar 
Company,  et  al. ;  No.  11T43  (Sab-No.  11,  Claj  Prodaeta  CompiDT  e.  Director  Oeneral.  ai 
Agent,  Central  Indlaaa  Railwij  Compaar.  et  al.i  and  No,  IISIO,  Bontbrni  Fire  Brick  k 
Clif  Companj  «,  Director  OeDeia),  aa  Afcnt,  Cblcaio  *  Kaatern  Illlnola  Ballroad  Con- 
pan7,  MU 
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Clinton  in  the  Brazil  coal  district.  That  point  is  served  by  the 
Eastern  Illinois,  Central  Indiana,  and  Pittsburgh,  Cincinnati,  Chi- 
cago So  St.  Louis,  hereinafter  called  the  Pennsylvania. 

The  Clinton  district  comprises  a  number  of  mines  immediately  west 
and  southwest  of  Clinton  which  are  served  by  the  so-called  north  and 
sonth  branches  of  the  Eastern  Illinois.  These  branch  lines  connect 
with  the  main  line  at  the  south  end  of  a  classification  yard,  known 
as  Jackson  yard,  about  0.6  mile  north  of  Clinton  station.  The  aver- 
age distance  from  the  mines  in  this  district  to  Jackson  yard  is  5.8 
miles. 

Empty  cars  used  for  the  movement  of  coal  from  the  Clinton  dis- 
trict are  first  assembled  in  Jackson  yard.  The  cars,  after  loading, 
are  partially  classified  at  the  mines,  or,  when  ioaded  at  mines  on  the 
south  branch,  at  a  near-by  storage  yard,  and  are  then  moved  to 
Jackson  yard  where  they  are  further  classified  according  to  destina- 
tion. Loading  tracks  at  the  mines  are  constructed  on  a  slight  grade 
and  no  switching  is  required  in  moving  the  loaded  cars  from  the 
tipple.  Mine  weights  are  used  and  the  cars  are  not  hauled  to  track 
scales.  The  initial  movements  from  Jackson  yards  to  the  mines  and 
from  the  mines  to  the  yard  are  performed  by  what  are  termed  "  mine 
crews"  and  are  the  same  whether  the  destination  of  the  coal  is  an 
industry  in  Clinton  or  a  point  beyond. 

The  Clinton  Paving  Brick  Company  and  the  Wabash  Valley  Elec- 
tric Company,  complainants  in  Ko.  11716,  operate  a  brick  and  power 
plant  respectively,  at  Clinton.  The  brick  plant  is  intermediate  be- 
tween mines  on  the  north  branch  and  Jackson  yard  and  the  power 
plant  is  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Clinton  station.  With  the  pos- 
sible exception  of  a  ttw  shipments  which  originated  at  mines  not 
clearly  disclosed  on  the  record,  the  coal  usfid  by  these  complainants 
was  shipped  from  mines  on  the  north  branch.  The  average  haul 
to  both  plants  was  6.4  miles.  Although  the  average  distance  to  the 
brick  plant  is  somewhat  less  defendant  explains  that  because  of  the 
heavy  grade  at  that  point  it  is  impractical  to  stop  trains  there  when 
containing  more  than  8  or  10  cars,  and  for  that  reason  75  per  cent 
of  the  traffic  is  hauled  to  Jackson  yard  and  back. 

The  complainant  in  No.  11723  is  the  National  Drain  Tile  Company, 
located  at  Locan.  Coal  used  by  this  company  during  the  period  of 
the  complaint  originated  at  mines  in  the  Clinton  district  and  was 
moved  to  Jackson  yard  by  mine  crews  and  thence  in  local  freight 
trains.  The  average  haul  from  these  mines  was  approximately  11.6 
miles,  although  some  shipments  from  mines  on  the  south  branch 
moved  a  distance  of  1S.5  miles.  The  main  line  of  the  Eastern  Illinois 
at  Locan  is  double  tracked  and  in  delivering  cars  from  the  Clinton 
district  a  crossover  is  required  to  reach  complainant's  spur. 
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Most  of  the  coal  covered  by  the  complaint  in  No.  11816,  brouf^t 
by  the  Southern  Fire  Brick  &  Clay  Company  of  Mount  Silica,  also 
originated  in  the  Clinton  district.  As  in  the  case  of  shipments  to 
Locan,  the  initial  movement  was  to  Jackson  yard  and  thence  by  local 
freight  trains  to  destination,  an  average  haul  of  16  miles.  Some  of 
the  coal  purchased  by  this  complainant  originated  at  a  mine  near 
Gbrmandale,  Ind.,  in  the  Brazil  district,  6  miles  west  of  Brazil  and 
16  miles  east  of  Clinton,  and  moved  over  a  short  branch  line  of 
the  Eastern  Illinois  connecting  near  Ehrmandale  -with  its  Otter  Creek 
branch.  The  empty  cars  for  this  mine  are  supplied  from  the  Brazil 
yard  and  are  handled  by  mine  crews  which  take  out  the  empties  and 
return  to  Brazil  with  the  loads.  For  operating  reasons  shipments  for 
Mount  Silica  are  usually  back-hauled  to  Brazil  instead  of  being  set 
out  at  Ehrmandale  or  Otter  Creek  Junction,  thus  adding  12  miles 
to  the  haul.  The  movement  from  Brazil,  Ehnnandale,  or  Otter 
Creek  Junction  is  in  local  trains  through  Jackson  yard  to  destina- 
tion. Excluding  the  out-of-line  haul  the  distance  from  this  mine 
to  Mount  Silica  is  27.9  miles. 

Complainant  in  No.  11742  is  the  Brazil  Clay  Company  and  in 
Sub-No.  1,  the  Clay  Products  Company.  These  companies  are  lo- 
cated within  the  Brazil  switching  district  and  manufacture  brick  aod 
tile,  respectively.  The  plant  of  the  Brazil  Clay  Company  is  in  the 
western  part  of  Brazil  on  the  Eastern  Illinois.  The  Clay  Products 
Company  operates  two  plants,  one  in  the  northern  part  and  the  other 
in  the  southern  part  of  the  Brazil  switching  district.  The  former  is 
served  by  the  Pennsylvania  and  Eastern  Illinois  and  the  latter  by  the 
Pennsylvania  only.  The  various  shipments  involved  in  this  com- 
plaint originated  principally  at  mines  in  the  Brazil  coal  district  on 
the  Eastern  Illinois  near  Coal  Bluff;  on  the  Central  Indiana  at 
Superior  and  Carbon,  and  on  the  Pennsylvania  near  Centerpoint  and 
other  points  in  the  vicinity  of  Brazil.  Some  coal  moved  from  a  mine 
in  the  Clinton  district  and  a  few  shipments  wei^  made  from  a  small 
mine  owned  by  this  complainant  located  a  short  distance  south  of 
Brazil.  The  latter  mine  is  at  the  end  of  a  spur  owned  by  complain- 
ant about  2)  miles  in  length  connecting  with  the  Pennsylvania  at  a 
point  near  its  south  plant.  The  cars  from  this  mine  are  moved  by 
complainant's  power  to  the  Pennsylvania  connection,  thence  by  the 
latter  2  miles  to  Kuightsville  for  weighing,  after  which  they  are  re- 
turned to  Brazil  and  delivered  at  the  north  plant,  a  total  distanc« 
apparently  of  7  miles  or  more. 

Brazil  is  21.6  miles  from  Clinton,  8.2  miles  from  Coal  Bluff,  8.4 
miles  from  Superior,  5.8  miles  from  Carbon,  and  10  miles  ftxHn 
Centerpoint.  The  distance  to  Brazil  from  the  mine  in  the  Clinton 
district  from  which  shipments  were  made  is  28.4  miles.    The  coal 
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from  this  mine  is  assembled  in  Jaclcson  yard  and  moves  thence  to 
Brazil  in  local  freight  traine  of  the  East«m  Illinois,  At  least  two, 
and  sometimes  three,  carriers  are  required  in  making  deliveries  of 
coal  originating  on  the  'Central  Indiana  to  complainant's  yards. 
In  this  transportation  the  movement  is  by  local  freight  trains  to 
Brazil,  thence  by  switching  service  over  the  Pennsylvania  or  East- 
em  Illinois,  or  both,  to  destination.  Owing  tc  the  grade  on  the 
Central  Indiana  not  more  than  five  cars  can  be  handled  in  one  train. 
Coal  originating  on  the  Pennsylvania  as  a  rule  moves  exclusively 
over  that  line.  It  appears  from  defendant's  evidence  that  while  by 
the  direct  route  the  haul  from  certain  of  the  mines  on  the  Pennsyl- 
vania would  not  exceed  5  miles,  out-of-line  hauls  are  required  for 
weighing,  as  there  are  no  track  scales  ii)  Brazil,  In  some  instances 
the  haul  is  to  Knightsville  and  back,  an  added  distance  of  4  miles, 
and  in  others  to  Seelyville,  7  miles  from  Brazil. 

The  'record  shows  that  on  November  IS,  1916,  no  specific  rates 
were  published  from  mines  in  the  Clinton  group  to  Clinton.  At 
that  time  distance  rates  applied  which  for  5  miles  an^  under  were 
20  cents ;  15  miles  and  over  5,  25  cents ;  and  80  miles  and  over  IJi,  30 
cents.  A  specific  rate  of  25  cents  was  then  in  effect  from  Clinton 
to  Mount  Silica,  which  was  also  the  rate  to  Locan  by  intermediate 
application  of  the  tariff.  A  rate  of  45  cents  was  maintained  from 
Ebrmandale  to  Mount  Silica.  By  June  24,  1918,  the  distance  rates 
had  been  increased  to  35  cents  for  5  miles  and  under;  40  cents  for 
15  miles  and  over  6;  and  45  cents  for  SO  miles  and  over  15,  ITie 
rates  from  Clinton  and  Ebrmandale  to  Mount  Silica  were  40  cents 
and  60  cents,  respectively,  the  40-cent  rate  also  applying  from  Clin- 
ton to  Locan.  During  this  period  specific  rates  not  differing  ma- 
terially from  the  level  of  the  distance  rates  applied  to  Brazil  from 
the  mines  in  the  neighborhood  of  that  point  on  the  Pennsylvania 
and  Central  Indiana.  On  June  25,  1918,  the  distance  rates  were 
increased  to  60  cents  for  15  miles  and  under,  and  to  70  cents  for 
30  miles  and  over  15.  The  rate  from  Clinton  to  Locan  and  Mount 
Silica  became  on  that  dat«  60  cents  and  from  Ebrmandale  to  Mount 
Silica  88  cents. 

On  October  5,  1918,  a  general  revision  of  rates  on  coal  became 
effective  in  Indiana.  The  mines  in  the  various  coal  districts  were 
grouped  and  the  minimum  rate  between  points  in  one  group  or  from 
one  group  to  an  adjacent  group  was  made  70  cents,  the  distances 
ranging  from  2  or  3  miles  to  40  or  45  miles.  This  was  the  rate 
charged  on  coal  from  the  Clinton  group  to  Clinton  and  points  on  the 
Eastern  Illinois  as  far  north  thereof  as  Hillsdale,  including  Locan, 
and  from  the  Clinton  district  and  from  mines  on  the  Eastern  Illinois, 
Central  Indiana,  and  Pennsylvania  in  the  Brazil  district  to  Brazil. 
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The  rate  to  Mount  Silica  from  the  Clinton  district  was  increased  to 
65  cents  and  from  Ehnsandale  to  95  c^nts.  Effective  August  1, 1919, 
a  rate  of  60  cents  in  lieu  of  the  70-cent  rate  was  published  from  mines 
io  the  Clinton  and  Brazil  districts  to  Clinton,  Terre  Haute,  and 
intermediate  points,  and  from  mines  in  the  Brazil  district  to  BraiiL 
No  change  was  made  in  the  rates  from  Clinton  to  Brazil,  Locan,  and 
Mount  Silica,  or  from  Ehrmandale  to  the  latter  point.  In  Sep- 
tember, 1920,  subsequent  to  the  period  of  this  complaint,  and  subse- 
quent also  to  the  increases  authorized  by  this  Commission  in  our 
decision  of  July  29,  1920,  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Indiana 
authorized  maximum  distance  rates  for  these  movements  of  55  cents 
for  distances  up  to  10  miles  and  65  cents  for  distances  over  10  miles 
and  under  30,  with  a  mazimimi  rate  of  $10  per  car  for  a  switching 
movement  whjch  did  not  include  a  road  haul.  It  was  urged  on  argu- 
ment that  the  group  rates  established  October  5, 1918,  and  which  were 
charged  on  shipments  moving  from  mines  on  the  Eastern  Illinois  in 
the  Clinton  district  to  Clinton  and  from  those  in  the  Brazil  district 
to  Brazil  were  not  legally  applicable,  and  that  the  distance  rates  in 
effect  until  August,  1919,  should  have  been  applied. 

These  distance  rates  were  applicable  only  in  the  event  that  no  other 
rates  applied.  The  group  rates  applied  specifically  from  the  Clinton 
district  to  Clinton  and  from  the  Brazil  district  to  Brazil  and  were 
therefore  the  legal  rates. 

Complainants  in  these  cases  contend  that  die  following  would 
have  been  the  reasonable  maximum  rates  to  have  charged  on  their 
shipments:  From  mines  in  the  Clinton  district  to  the  plants  of 
the  Clinton  Paving  Brick  Company  and  Wabash  Valley  Electric 
Company  at  Clinton,  35  cents  for  5  miles  or  less,  and  40  cents  for 
10  miles  and  over  5 ;  from  mines  in  that  district  to  the  plants  of  the 
National  Drain  Tile  Company  at  Locan  and  the  Southern  Fire  Brick 
and  Clay  Company  at  Mount  Silica,  45  cents;  from  Ehrmandale  to 
Mount  Silica,  55  cents ;  and  f f om  mines  at  Superior  and  Carbon  to 
the  Brazil  Clay  Company  at  Brazil,  45  cents.  The  Clay  Products 
Company  contends  that  the  rates  charged  it  were  unreasonable  to 
the  extent  that  they  exceeded  $5  per  car  on  shipments  which  orig- 
inated at  its  mine  near  Brazil ;  30  cents  per  ton,  including  switching 
of  intermediate  or  delivering  lines,  from  mines  of  the  Brazil  Dis- 
trict Coal  Mining  Company  and  the  Schrepferman  Coal  Company; 
40  cents  on  shipments  from  Centerpoint,  Carbon,  and  Coal  Blnff; 
and  45  cents  on  shipments  from  the  Clinton  district.  The  evidence 
shows  that  on  shipments  made  to  the  Brazil  Clay  Company  the 
Pennsylvania  and  Eastern  Illinois  assessed  switching  charges  aggre- 
gating $4.50  per  car  on  coal  billed  from  Superior  and  Carbon,  and 
that  the  Pennsylvania  assessed  a  switching  charge  of  $2  per  car  on 
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coal  billed  from  Clinton  and  $2.50  per  car  on  certain  Bhipmeots  of 
coal  billed  from  Carbon  to  the  plant  of  the  Clay  Products  Company. 
Under  tariffs  contemporaneously  in  effect  certain  of  these  switching 
charges  should  have  been  absorbed  and  to  that  extent  they  con- 
stitute overcharges. 

Complainants  contend  that  the  majority  of  these  short  hauls  are 
analogous  to  switching  movements.  Defendants  (Hi  the  other  hand 
assert  that  the  service,  although  in  some  cases  performed  by  mine 
crews,  is  in  ell  essential  respects  similar  to  that  required  for  line 
hauls.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  movement  from  mines  in  the 
Clinton  field  to  Jackson  yard  is  usually  in  cuts  from  35  to  35  cars 
and  over  distances  ranging  from  3  miles  to  in  excess  of  8  miles. 
From  Jackson  yard  to  Ixican,  Mount  Silica,  and  Brazil,  from  Ehr- 
mandale  to  Mount  Silica,  and  from  Carbon  &nd  Superior  on  the 
Central  Indiana  to  Brazil,  the  movements  are  by  local  freight  trains. 
The  Pennsylvania  employs  five  engines  and  crews  in  the  Brazil  dis- 
trict which  operate  passenger  service  for  the  miners  and  handle  all 
freight,  carload  and  less  than  carload,  to  and  from  the  mines.  It 
is  evident  that  the  rates  from  the  mines  in  question  to  complainants' 
plants  should  not  be  made  on  the  theory  that  the  services  performed 
were  no  more  than  are  customarily  performed  in  industrial  switching. 

Complainants  compare  the  rates  charged  from  the  Clinton  and 
Brazil  districts  to  Clinton  and  Brazil,  respectively,  with  a  number 
of  rates  on  coal  ranging  from  $5  per  car  to  30  cents  per  ton.  Some 
of  these  rates  applied  over  distances  greater  than  those  to  Clinton 
and  Brazil,  but  it  is  not  shown  that  they  applied  to  a  line-haul  move- 
ment and  apparently  all  were  switching  rates.  The  60  and  70  cent 
rates  to  Locan  were  compared  with  a  rate  of  40  cents  on  crushed  stone 
from  New  Paris,  Ohio,  to  Richmond,  Ind.,  6  miles;  and  from  Bidge- 
ville,  Ind.,  to  Bed  Key  and  Saratoga,  Ind.,  7  miles.  The  shipments 
from  Ehrmandale  to  Mount  Silica  moved  subsequent  to  August  1, 
1919,  and  the  95-cent  rate  then  in  effect  is  compared  with  the  group 
rate  of  60  cents  established  on  that  dat«  from  mines  in  the  Clinton 
and  Brazil  districts  to  Terre  Hauta,  the  distance  ranging  approxi- 
mately 30  miles,  and  with  a  similar  rate  between  certain  points  in 
Ohio,  the  distances  between  the  points  shown  varying  from  26  to  50 
miles.  Beference  is  also  made  to  a  rate  of  90  cents  contemporaneously 
applying  from  several  of  the  Indiana  coal  fields  to  Indianapolis,  the 
assertion  being  that  this  rate  applied  for  an  average  distance  of 
100  miles  and  as  a  joint  rate  over  certain  roads,  but  the  history  of 
the  rate  does  not  give  it  value  for  comparative  purposes  in  this  pro- 
ceeding. 

In  support  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  charged  defendants 
at*  numerous  rates  between  points  in  Ohio,  Feimsylvania,  Illinois, 
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West  Virginia,  and  other  states,  ranging  from  60  cents  to  as  high 
as  $1.03  for  distances  of  10  miles  and  less,  and  from  69  cents  to  $1J)8 
for  distances  of  from  12  to  24  miles.  These  apparent!;  were  group 
rates,  and  the  record  is  silent  both  as  to  the  circumstances  mider 
which  they  were  established  and  the  extent  of  the  services  renderaL 
Defendants  also  cite  many  decisions  of  the  Commission  in  whidi 
group  rates  have  been  approved  and  argue  that  the  group  adinst- 
ment  here  assailed  was  of  bene&t  to  complainants,  in  that  when  they 
were  unable  to  obtain  coal  from  the  near-by  mines  which  usually 
supply  them  they  were  in  position  to  make  purchases  from  any  of  Ox 
other  more  distant  mines  within  the  group  and  still  enjoy  the  same 
rate.  The  principle  of  group  rates,  particularly  when  applied  to 
areas  containing  natural  resources,  has  long  been  sanctioned,  but 
such  rates  have  frequently  been  condemned  when  the  minimom  hauls 
are  so  disproportionate  to  the  maximum  hauls  as  to  impose  an- 
reasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful  charges  for  the  shorter  distances. 
UtaUies  Development  Corp.  v.  P.,  C.,  C.  dk  St.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  56  L  C 
C,  694,  and  cases  there  cited. 

With  reference  to  the  rates  authorized  by  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Indiana  in  September,  1920,  and  made  effective  the  fol- 
lowing month,  for  the  movement  of  coal  over  distances  of  80  miles 
and  under,  defendants  claim  that  they  are  not  compensatory  and 
have  never  been  acquiesced  in  by  the  carriers.  These  rates,  however, 
were  the  subject  of  investigation  by  this  Commission  in  Indiana 
Rates,  Fares,  and  Charges,  60  I.  C.  C,  337,  and  62  I.  C.  C,  648, 
and  no  increases  therein  were  required.  Eliminating  the  40  pa- 
cent  increase  in  rates  in  the  eastern  group  authorized  July  29,  1990, 
the  55-cent  rate  published  by  the  Indiana  Conmiission  for  hauls  of 
10  miles  and  under  would  be  approzimotely  40  cents,  and  the  65-cent 
rate  for  hauls  of  30  miles  and  over  10  aix>ut  46.5  cents. 

The  principal  defense  offered  by  carriers  serving  the  Brazil  dis- 
trict is  based  on  a  determination  of  the  terminal  cost  of  handling  the 
traffic  computed  on  the  so-called  Sanr-Coverston  formula.  This  is 
explained  as  a  formula  for  the  assignment  of  certain  operating  ex- 
penses to  determine  the  terminal  cost  of  handling  specific  kinds  of 
freight.  It  is  predicated  on  time  records  kept  during  a  test  period 
of  two  weeks  by  station,  yard,  and  other  employees  directly  con- 
cerned and  includes  an  estimated  cost  per  car  per  day  for  repairs, 
depreciation,  and  retirements,  plus  a  proportion  for  maintenance 
and  overhead  expense  and  an  estimated  cost  per  engine-hour  which 
is  reduced  to  a  cost  per  hour  for  each  element  of  service.  The  com- 
bined result  is  an  estimated  cost  per  car  for  the  service  actually  per- 
formed and,  finally,  an  average  cost  per  ton  for  the  particular  traflk 
under  investigation.    An  operating  ratio  of  66.67  per  cent  is  theo 
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applied  to  prodnce  a  rate  which  would  bear  its  due  proportion  of 
fixed  charges,  such  as  taxes,  interest  on  bonds,  and  divideuds.  By 
the  use  of  this  formula  defendants  arrive  at  the  following  estimated 
cost  for  the  service  in  moving  the  coal  to  the  plants  of  complainants 
in  No.  11742  and  11742  {Sub-No.  1) :  From  Superior  and  Carbon 
to  the  Brazil  day  Company,  72  cents,  and  from  Carbon  to  the 
Clay  Products  Company,  66  cents,  with  a  general  average  from  all 
minee  of  48  c^ts.  Applying  the  operating  ratio  of  66.67  per  cent, 
the  rates  would  be,  respectively,  108,  97.5,  and  72  cents. 

Complainants  challenge  these  cost  figures  and  point  out  that  they 
include  the  cost  of  out-of-line  movements  of  the  cars  to  track  scales, 
in  some  cases  4  miles  and  in  others  14  miles.  They  contend  that 
these  movements  for  weighing  purposes  were  for  the  carriers'  con- 
venience and  should  not  be  against  the  E^ppera.  Objection  is  also 
made  to  the  operating  ratio  and  wage  scale  employed.  The  ratio 
of  expense  to  revenue  at  the  time  these  shipments  moved  was  ap- 
proximately 90  per  cent  instead  of  66.67  per  cent,  and  the  applica- 
tion of  the  higher  ratio  would  produce  a  correspondingly  lower  rate. 
The  coats  were  based  on  the  rates  of  pay  in  effect  in  September  and 
October,  1920,  which  were  substantially  higher  than  during  the  period 
covered  by  the  complainants.  The  figures  submitted  are  not  suscep- 
tible of  check  and  we  are  unable  to  accept  defendants'  estimated  costs 
as  approximating  the  actual  costs  incurred  at  the  time  this  traffic 
moved. 

In  ViaUiet  Development. Corp.  v.  P.,  C,  C.  <fi  St.  L.  R.  R.  Co.^ 
tupra,  cited  by  complainants,  we  had  under  consideration  the  pro- 
priety of  a  rate  of  70  cents  charged  on  and  after  June  25,  1918,  on 
shipments  of  coal  from  Bicknell  to  Edwardsport,  Ind.,  on  the  In- 
diana-Vincennes  division  of  the  Pennsylvania.  The  distance  be- 
tween these  points  is  4.4  miles.  That  rate  was  a  group  rate  made 
effective  by  the  Director  General  of  Bailroads  in  general  order  No. 
28,  and  applied  between  points  ranging  from  2  miles  to  46  miles 
apart.  It  was  contended  there,  as  here,  that  short-haul  movements 
of  this  character  are  substantially  a  switching  service  and  should  be 
so  considered  in  judging  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates.  Rejecting 
this  contention  but  pointing  out  the  impropriety  of  a  group  adjust- 
ment with  such  glaring  disparities  in  distances,  we  held  the  rate  to 
be  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  40  cents.  The  rate 
there  foimd  reasonable  was  taken  by  the  Indiana  commission  as  the 
basis  for  the  short-haul  rates  established  by  that  body  which,  as 
hereinbefore  stated,  were  considered  in  Indiana  Rates,  Fares,  and 
Charges,  supra. 

We  find  that  the  rates  here  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  ex- 
tent that  they  exceeded  the  following:  From  mines  in  the  Clinton 
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district  to  Clint<m,  45  cents,  sod  to  Locftn  and  Mount  Silica,  60  cents; 
from  the  mine  near  Ehnnandale,  in  the  Brazil  district,  to  Mount 
Silica,  70  cents ;  from  mines  in  the  Clinton  district  and  from  Saperior 
and  Carbon  to  the  plants  of  the  Brazil  Coal  Company  or  Clay  Prod- 
nets  Company  at  Brazil,  60  cents;  from  Coal  Bluff,  Centerpoint,  and 
other  mines  in  the  vicinity  of  Brazil,  except  complainant's  mine  to 
die  plant  of  the  Clay  Products  Company,  45  cents;  and  from  the  mine 
of  the  Clay  Products  Company  to  that  company's  north  plant,  40 
cents.  We  farther  find  that  complainants  made  dupments  from  the 
mines  to  their  respective  plants,  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges 
thereon  at  the  rates  herein  found  unreasonable ;  that  they  bare  been 
damaged  to  the  extent  of  tbe  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and 
those  that  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable ; 
and  that  they  are  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest. 

Complainants  should  ramply  widi  rule  V  of  the  Bules  of  Practice. 
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lUTEffriOATION  AND  SuflPENflTON  DoCKET  No.  1433. 

CANCELLATION  OF  CLASS  RATES  BETWEEN  N.  Y.,  N.  H. 
&  H.  R.  R.  STATIONS  AND  LONG  ISLAND  RAILROAD 
POINTS  WITHIN  THE  BOROUGH  OF  BROOKLYN. 

BwbmUted  January  S,  13£S.    Deoide4  February  11,  19tt. 

Proposed  cancellation  of  Joint  dass  rates  between  New  Tork,  New  Haven  A 
Hartford  stations  and  Baj  Bldge,  Bath  Junction,  ParkrUle,  Tandarreer 
Park,  and  East  New  York,  N.  T.,  found  not  Justified.  S<m>eDded  schedules 
ordered  canceled  and  proceeding  discontinued. 

IV.  W.  Meyer  for  respondents. 

6'.  L.  Addison  and  Donald  Wilson  for  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Frank  E.  Grace  for  Brooklyn  Chamber  of  Commerce;  Jamea  G. 
Lincoln  for  Merchants  Association  of  New  York;  O.  E.  Mace  and 
W,  E.  Clumdler  for  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  New  England 
Traffic  League ;  P.  W.  Moore  for  Long  Island  City  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, protestants;  and  G.  F,  Covert,  John  A.  Duncan,  Henry  S. 
Berold,  J.  E.  Masterson,  LlsweUyn  Moore,  WiUiam  8.  Pitts,  R.  D. 
Simons,  W.  D.  Smith,  E.  J.  Tarot,  and  Samuel  Weingarten  for  other 
protestants. 

BefOBT  or  THE  Con  MISSION. 

Division  3,  Couhissionebs  Hall,  Easticak,  and  Caupheu.. 
Bt  Diviwon  S  : 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  November  1,  1921,  respond- 
ents propose  to  cancel  the  joint  class  rates  between  stations  on  the 
New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford,  hereinafter  called  the  New 
Haven,  and  Bay  Ridge,  Bath  Junction,  Parkville,  Vanderveer  Park, 
and  East  New  York,  N.  Y.,  stations  on  the  Long  Island  in  the  bor- 
ough of  Brooklyn,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  intermediate  Long 
Island  stations,  which  would  result  in  the  application  of  higher  com- 
bination rates.  Upon  protests  of  the  chambers  of  commerce  of  Brook- 
lyn, N.  Y.,  and  Boston,  Mass.,  and  others,  operation  of  the  schedules 
was  suspended  until  March  31, 1922. 

Prior  to  the  completion  of  the  New  York  Connecting,  traffic  be- 
tween  New  England  and  points  on  the  Pennsylvania  west  of  the 
Hudson  River  was  interchanged  by  car-float  service  between  Oak 
Point,  N.  Y.,  and  Greenville,  N.  J.  The  New  York  Connecting, 
owned  jointly  by  the  New  Haven  and  the  Pennsylvania,  is  about 
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8.2  miles  in  length  &nd  was  constructed  at  a  cost  stated  by  respond- 
ents as  approximately  $35,000,000.  It  extends  from  a  point  of 
connection  with  the  New  Haven  near  Harlem  River,  N.  Y.,  to  a 
connection  with  the  Long  Island  at  Fresh  Pond  Junction,  N.  T., 
bridging  Hell  Gate,  Upon  its  completion  in  April,  1918,  a  new 
route  was  opened  over  this  road,  the  Long  Island  to  Bay  Ridge, 
and  car  floats  to  Greenville,  which  has  since  become  the  preferred 
route  for  traffic  interchanged  between  the  New  Haven  and  the  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Traffic  between  New  England  and  Long  Island-  stations  which 
had  previously  moved  by  car  float  from  Oak  Point  to  Long  Island 
City,  N.  Y.,  also  moved  over  this  route,  the  applicable  rates  being 
the  combinations  of  rates  to  and  from  Fresh  Pond  Junction.  On  some 
classes  these  combinations  to  and  from  points  south  of  Fresh  Pond 
Junction,  to  and  including  Bay  Ridge,  were  higher  than  the  rates 
over  that  route  between  New  England  and  Newark,  N,  J.,  Philadel- 
phia, Pa.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  other  points  west  of  the  Hudson.  Ap- 
plication for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul  provision  of  the  act 
having  been  denied,  joint  rates,  which  did  not  exceed  the  rates  between 
New  England  and  Newark  and  other  points  west  of  the  Hudson,  were 
published,  effective  October  1, 1921,  to  and  from  these  stations.  Sub- 
sequently the  New  Haven  provided  that  traffic  which  moved  brtweeo 
New  England  and  points  west  of  the  Hudson  on  ratea  lower  than 
the  former  combinations  from  and  to  the  intermediate  Long  Island 
stations  should  be  routed  via  Oak  Point  and  car  floats  to  New  Jersey 
terminals.  Having  thus  eliminated  the  possibility  of  fourth  section 
departures  if  the  higher  combinaticm  rates  were  restored,  respond- 
ents filed  the  schedules  under  suspension.  If  they  become  effective 
the  maximum  and  minimum  increases,  in  cents  per  100  pounds,  in 
rates  between  stations  in  Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  and  Rhode 
Island  and  the  intermediate  Long  Island  stations  for  distances  rangr 
ing  from  68  to  242  miles,  will  be — 


Maximum  increase 14        11        10       7 

Minimum  Increase 7  6         2. 5    5 

The  fifth-class  rates  would  be  increased  from  0.5  cent  to  1.5  cents 
in  a  few  instances,  but  there  would  be  no  increase  in  the  sixth-class 
rates. 

Although  the  preferred  routing  between  New  England  and  points 
on  the  Pennsylvania  west  of  the  Hudson  baa  been  over  the  New  York 
Connecting,  respondents'  new  routing  contemplates  that,  between 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  Baltimore,  for  example,  classes  1,  2,  and  4  shall 
move  via  Oak  Point  and  car  float  to  New  Jersey  terminals  and 
classes  3,  5,  and  6  over  either  that  route  or  the  New  Yot^  Connect- 
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ing.  Unless  such  segregation  of  traffic  were  made,  the  longer  routa 
via  Oak  Point  would  hsve  to  be  used  on  all  traffic  and  the  preferred 
routing  would  be  practically  abandoned.  Such  routing  arrange- 
ments appear  to  be  complicated,  and  calculated  to  reduce  efficiency 
in  loading  and  handling  freight. 

Respondents  claim  that  the  rate  adjustment  between  New  England 
and  points  west  of  the  Hudson  is  on  too  low  a  basis  and  that  they 
should  not  be  required  to  observe  such  rates  as  maxima  at  inter- 
mediate Long  Island  points.  The  present  joint  class  rates  from 
-  Boston  to  Bay  Kidge,  226  miles,  are  the  same  as  to  Newark,  238  miles, 
and  Philadelphia,  311  miles,  except  the  six-class  rates,  which  are 
3  cents  lower  to  Bay  Sidge.  If  these  joint  rates  are  canceled,  the 
combination  rates  between  Bay  Bidge  and  Boston  will  not  only  be 
materially  in  excess  of  the  rates  between  Boston  and  Newark,  except 
on  sixth  class,  but  will  also  exceed  on  the  first  four  classes  the  rat«s 
between  Boston  and  Baltimore,  429  miles. 

Generally  the  intermediate  Long  Island  stations  have  been  grouped 
with  16  other  Long  Island  stations  in  rates  to  and  from  New  Eng- 
land. The  application  of  joint  rates  to  and  from  five  of  these  sta- 
tions and  not  to  and  from  the  others  has  resulted  in  an  applica- 
tion for  joint  rates  to  and  from  the  latter  stations.  Respondents 
have  under  consideration  and  expect  to  publish  within  a  short  time 
a  joint  class  tariff  for  application  to  and  from  all  Long  Island  sta- 
tions. On  just  what  basis  such  joint  rates  will  be  published  does 
not  appear.  It  was  stated  that  the  joint  rates  to  the  intermediate 
Long  Island  stations  will  be  lower  than  the  combination  rates,  but 
that  the  rat«s  to  Newark  and  points  west  of  the  Hudson  will  not  be 
observed  as  maxima. 

During  October,  1921,  1,241,358  pounds  of  freight  moved  to  and 
from  the  intermediate  Long  Island  stations  on  class  rates  and  were 
interchanged  between  the  Long  Island  and  the  New  Haven.  This  was 
approximately  3.6  per  cent  of  the  total  tonnage  intei^hanged  between 
those  carriers,  and  of  this  3.6  per  cent  only  about  9  per  cent  would 
have  been  affected  if  the  suspended  schedules  had  been  in  effect.  A 
depot  of  the  quartermaster  general  in  South  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  adja- 
cent to  the  Bush  Terminal,  is  served  by  sidetrack  connection  with  the 
Long  Island  at  Bay  Ridge,  about  half  a  mile  distant,  and  the  bulk 
of  its  traffic  is  forwarded  that  way.  About  100  tons  a  month  are 
shipped  to  and  from  this  depot  from  and  to  New  England  points, 
nearly  all  at  tirst-class  rates.  The  rates  on  a  large  part  of  this 
traffic  would  be  increased  14  cents  per  100  pounds  by  the  proposed 
cancellations. 

We  find  that  the  suspended  schedules  have  not  been  justified.  An 
order  requiring  their  cancellation  and  discontinuing  this  proceeding 
will  be  entered.  ■ 
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No.  11703. 

IN  THE  MATTER  OF  INTRASTATE  RATES  WITHIN  THE 

STATE  OF  ILLINOIS. 


Submitted  ApHl.tl,  19il.    Dectded  January  H,  I92t. 


Intrastate  rates  and  charges  of  electric  railroads  and  of  certain  short-line 
steam  railroads  In  Illinois  found  to  be  unduly  preferential  of  intr&state 
traffic  and  shippers  and  localities  wtthln  the  etate,  undnly  prejudicial  to 
Interstate  traffic  and  shippers  and  localities  outside  the  state,  and  to  di«- 
crlnilnate  unjustly  against  interstate  commerce.  Rates  and  charges  pre- 
scribed which  mil  remove  such  preference,  prejudice,  and  discrimination. 
Previous  reports,  50  I.  C.  C,  350,  and  60  I.  C.  C,  92. 
R.  V.  Fletcher  for  trunk-line  and  various  short-line  carriers, 
C.  W.  OaUigan  for  short-line  carriers. 

Morton  T.  Culver  for  attorney  general  of  Illinois  and  Harry  M. 
Slaier  for  Public  Utilities  Conunissioo  of  Illinois. 

L.  M.  Greenlaw  and  J.  T.  Morrison  for  Pullman  Railroad  Com- 
pany ;  Carter,  Collins  <S;  Jones  for  Missouri-Illinois  Railroad  Com- 
pany; E.  G,  Kramer  for  East  St.  Louis  Connecting  Railway  Com- 
pany, St.  Louis  &  Ohio  River  Railroad,  East  St.  Louis  £  Suburban 
Railway  Company,  and  St.  Louis  &  Belleville  Electric  Railway  Com- 
pany; M.  W.  Schaeffer  for  East  St.  Louis  &  Suburban  Railway 
Company  and  St.  Louis  &  Belleville  Electric  Railway  Company ;  and 
James  A.  KnowUon  and  HeTmf  I.  Green  for  the  following  carriers 
composing  the  Illinois  Traction  System,  Incorporated:  Danville, 
Urbana  &  Champaign  Railway  Company,  Illinois  Central  Traction 
Company,  St.  Louis,  Springfield  &  Peoria  Railroad  Company, 
Bloomington,  Decatur  &  Champaign  Railroad  Company,  St  Louis 
Electric  Terminal  Railway  Company,  and  Chicago,  Ottawa  ft  Peoria 
Railway  Company. 

StaiUey  B.  Eouck  and  W.  A.  UoUey  for  Central  Illinois  Coal 
Traffic  Bureau;  R.  Ahram  for  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen; 
D.  McCarthy  for  Illinois  state  legislative  board,  Brotherhood  of 
Locomotive  Firemen  and  Enginemen;  B.  W.  Ropieguet  for  East 
Side  Manufacturers'  Association  and  Perry  County  Coal  Corpora- 
tion ;  C.  P.  Hoy  for  Fifth  and  Ninth  Districts  Coal  Bureau ;  J.  S. 
Brovm.  for  Board  of  Trade,  Chicago,  111. ;  Borders,  Walter,  Burch- 
tititre  <&  GoUin  for  Chicago  &  Calmnet  River  Railroad  Company  and 

08 1,0.  a 


)yGoo<^lc 


nmiASTA™  KATES  WltHlH  lUJNOIB.  851 

East  St.  Lonia  Junction  Rail'wa;  Compftuy;  and  /.  H.  Kane  iac 
Silica  Sand  Producers  Association. 

RePOBT  of  the  Ck>UHISSION  ON   SoPFLBMliNTAL  HEARING. 

McChoro,  Chairman: 

In  previous  reports  in  this  case  ve  required  various  carriers  to 
make  increases  in  standard  passenger  fares,  56  I.  C.  C,  350,  and  in 
chargies  for  freight  service  and  for  the  transportabion  of  milk  and 
cream,  60  I.  C.  C,  92,  intrastate  in  Illinois,  corresponding  with 
thoee  authorized  b;  us  for  the  eastern  group,  which  includes  the 
Illinois  district,  in  Increased  Rates,  10SO,  68  I.  C.  C,  220,  and  Au- 
thority  to  Increase  Rates,  58  I.  C.  C,  302,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
£z  Parte  74,  in  order  to  remove  undue  preference  of  and  advantage 
to  intrastate  passengers  and  shippers,  undue  prejudice  and  disad- 
vantage to  interstate  passengers  and  shippers,  and  unjust  discrimi- 
nation against  interstate  commerce,  found  to  exist  as  the  result  of 
the  failure  of  the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  grant  in- 
creases equivalent  to  those  authorized  by  us  in  Ex  Parte  74.  In 
this  proceeding,  upon  furthei"  hearing,  we  have  to  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  intrastate  rates  and  charges  of  various  electric  and  short- 
line  steam  carriers  in  Illinois  which  were  not  included  in  the  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

This  report  will  deal  only  with  the  intrastate  rates  and  charges 
for  freight  services,  including  the  transportation  of  mUk  and  cream. 
Passenger  fares  of  respondents  will  be  dealt  with  in  a  subsequent 
report.  Except  as  noted,  rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 
Kates  on  coal  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds,  and 
switching  rates  in  amounts  per  car.  The  attitude  of  the  Illinois 
Public  Utilities  Commission  is  the  same  as  in  the  previous  pro- 
ceedings. 

The  Bloomington,  Decatur  &■  Champaign;  Danville,  Urbana  &. 
Champaign ;  Illinois  Central  Traction ;  St.  Louis  Electric  Terminal ; 
St.  Louis,  Springfield  &  Peoria ;  and  the  Chicago,  Ottawa  &  Peoria 
railroads  compose  the  Illinois  Traction  System.  The  first  five 
named  are  physically  connected  and  form  one  continuous  line  serv- 
ing, among  other  points,  Peoria,  Bloomington,  Springfield,  Decatur, 
Danville,  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.  The  Chicago, 
Ottawa  &  Peoria  is  not  physically  connected  with  the  other  five 
divisions,  but  extends  from  Joliet,  HI.,  to  Ottawa,  Streator,  and 
Princeton,  IlL,  and  other  points.  The  lines  of  the  Illinois  Traction 
System  operate  freight  and  passenger  trains  by  electric  power  over 
630  miles  of  main-line  track.  They  handle  baggage,  express,  mail, 
and  all  classes  of  freight,  including  milk  and  cream.    The  volums 
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of  grain  and  coal  carried  by  these  lines  compaies  favorably  iritii 
that  of  any  railroad  in  the  state.  They  compete  with  the  ^aam  car- 
riers and  participate  in  joint  rates  on  intrastate  and  interstate  traf- 
fic Approximately  one-third  of  their  entire  revenue  is  derived 
from  freight  traffic.  Approximately  65  per  cent  of  their  freight 
revenue  is  derived  from  interstate  traffic.  For  the  year  1920  a  finan- 
cial statement  shows  that  the  operating  expenaes,  taxes,  and  fixed 
charges,  including  dividends  on  preferred  stock,  for  the  entire  sys- 
tem exceeded  the  gross  revenue  hy  $135,000. 

Prior  to  August  26, 1920,  and  for  a  considerable  period  thereafter, 
the  rates  and  charges  of  these  carriers  were  generally  the  same  as 
those  of  the  steam  railroads.  The  same  is  true  now  with  respect 
to  interstate  rates,  but  as  to  intrastate  rates  the  parity  has  been  dis- 
rupted as  the  result  of  the  steam  carriers  increasing  their  rates  to  the 
interstate  basis  pursuant  to  our  previous  order  in  this  case,  60  I.  C. 
C,  92.  Although  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  is  the  only  interstate  point  reached 
directly  by  these  carriers,  they  participate  in  joint  through  rates 
to  such  points  as  Hannibal,  Mo.,  and  Qulncy,  111.  Bates  in  effect 
August  25,  1920,  to  St.  Louis  and  Hannibal  were  increased  40  per 
cent,  as  authorized  by  us  in  Ex  Parte  74,  while  the  rates  to  East  SL 
liouis  and  Quincy  were  increased  only  35  per  cent,  as  authorized  by 
the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Commission.  Other  pointe  near  the  bor- 
ders of  the  state  of  Illinois  to  which  joint  rates  apply  are  Davenport, 
Iowa,  Rock  Island  and  Moline,  111.,  Gary,  Ind.,  and  Chicago,  111. 
In  our  previous  reports  we  discussed  the  disadvantage  put  upon  these 
border  points  in  Missouri,  Iowa,  and  Indiana,  as  the  result  of  their 
being  compelled  to  pa;  relatively  greater  increases  than  those  across 
the  state  line  in  lUinois. 

Under  the  present  adjustinent,  joint  rates  of  the  Illinois  Tractitm 
System  lines  in  connection  with  the  steam  roads  are  lower  in  many 
instances  than  the  rates  maintained  by  the  steam  roads  for  a  one- 
line  haul  from  and  to  the  same  points.  The  first-class  rate  between 
Chicago  and  East  St,  Louis  is  88  cente  over  the  steam  roads,  while 
the  first-class  rate  between  the  same  points  in  connection  with  the 
Illinois  Traction  lines  is  86  cents.  Similar  differences  are  found 
in  the  commodity  rates.  The  rate  on  coal  from  Danville,  111.,  to 
Chicago  over  the  single  line  of  the  Chicago  &  Eastern  Illinois  is 
$1.72.  The  rate  from  mines  on  the  Illinois  Traction  System  in  the 
Danville  district  to  Chicago  over  the  two-line  route  in  connection 
with  the  Chicago  &  Eastern  Illinois  is  $1,565. 

There  are  a  number  of  coal  mines  on  the  Illinois  Traction  lines 
which  are  served  by  steam  roads  named  in  our  previous  orders  in 
this  proceeding.  For  example,  at  Worden,  111.,  there  is  a  mine  in 
group  2,  or  the  inner  group,  served  by  the  Illinots  Traction  lines 
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and  also  by  the  Wabash,  The  rate  over  the  Wabash  to  Granite  City 
and  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  is  $1,016,  and  the  rate  over  the  Illinois  Trac- 
tion lines  from  and  to  the  same  points  is  96.6  cents.  TbeM  rates 
formerly  were  on  the  same  basis. 

Where  switching  or  other  charges  are  absorbed  by  the  Illinois 
Traction  lines,  the  amount  of  absorption  has  been  increased  40  per 
cent,  while  the  through  rates  have  been  increased  only  36  per  cent. 
These  illustrations  are  typical  of  various  situations  resulting  from 
the  different  increases  applied  to  intrastate  and  interstate  traffic  and 
because  of  the  omission  of  the  Illinois  lYaction  lines  from  our  pre- 
vious orders  in  this  proceeding. 

The  East  St.  Louis,  Columbia  &  Waterloo  Railway  Company  oper- 
ates an  electric  line  between  East  St.  Louis  and  Waterloo,  111.,  a  dis- 
tance of  22  miles.  About  10  per  cent  of  its  revenue  is  derived  from 
freight  traffic.  It  handles  all  classes  of  freight,  both  carload  and  less 
than  carload,  and  is  a  party  to  joint  through  rates  to  St.  Louis  and 
East  St.  Louis.  Its  rates  to  interstate  points  have  been  increased  40 
per  cent,  while  its  intrastate  rates  have  been  increased  only  35  per 
cent.  It  is  now  absorbing  charges  which  have  been  increased  40  per 
cent,  while  it  has  only  been  allowed  an  increase  of  35  per  cent  in  its 
rates  between  points  on  its  lines  and  East  St.  Louis. 

The  Southern  Illinois  Railway  &  Power  Company  operates  an 
electric  line  between  Carrier  Mills  and  El  Dorado,  111.,  a  distance  of 
15  miles.  It  has  physical  connection  with  the  Illinois  Central  and 
switching  connections  with  the  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  &  St. 
Louis  and  the  Louisville  &  Kashville  at  El  Dorado.  It  participates 
in  joint  rates  both  to  intrastate  and  interstate  points  on  freight  in 
carloads.  The  rates  to  interstate  points  have  been  increased  in  ac- 
cordance with  Ex  Parte  74  and  to  intrastate  points  in  accordance  with 
the  authority  granted  by  the  Illinois  commission.  This  line  runs 
parallel  to  and  competes  with  the  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & 
St.  Louis  between  Carrier  Mills  and  El  Dorado.  The  first-class  rate 
between  Carrier  Mills  and  EI  Dorado  is  34  cents  via  the  Southern 
Illinois  Railway  &  Power  Company  and  85  cents  via  the  Cleveland, 
Cincinnati,  Chicago  &  St.  Louis.  The  financial  statement  covering 
the  year  1920  shows  that  the  operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges, 
including  dividends  on  preferred  stock,  exceeded  the  income  by 
$7,785.94. 

The  St.  IjouIs  &  Belleville  Electric  Railway,  hereinafter  called  the 
BeileviUe,  and  the  East  St.  Louis  &  Suburban  Railway,  hereinafter 
called  the  Suburban,  are  concerned  only  with  the  intrastate  rates  on 
coal  to  East  St.  Louis  and  intermediate  points.  These  carriers 
operate  between  East  St.  Louis  and  coal  mines  in  Illinois  in  what  is 
known  as  group  3,  or  the  inner  group,  and  maintain  local  and  joint 
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throngh  rates  from  this  group  to  both  intrastate  and  interstate 
points.  Bates  to  interstate  pointe  represent  the  increases  authorized 
by  Qs  in  Ex  Parte  74,  while  the  rates  to  intrastate  points  represent 
increases  authorized  by  the  Illinois  commission.  The  mines  served 
by  the  Belleville  are  from  10  to  IS  miles,  and  the  mines  served  by 
the  Suburban  about  8  miles,  from  East  St.  Louis.  During  the  year 
1920  the  Belleville  transported  493,092  tons  of  coal,  approiimately  28 
per  cent  of  which  moved  to  East  St.  Louis  and  other  intrastate 
points.  During  the  same  year  the  SnburbaD  hauled  896,843  tons, 
approximately  23  per  cent  of  which  moved  to  East  St  Louis  and 
other  intrastate  points.  It  is  estimated  that  10  per  cent  of  the  coal 
moving  through  the  St  Louis  gateway  was  transported  by  these 
two  lines. 

The  rate  from  group-2  mines  to  East  St  Louig  over  the  BeUerill© 
and  the  Suburban  is  96.5  cents,  while  the  rate  contemporaneously  in 
effect  via  the  Southern  Bailway,  Illinois  Central,  and  six  other  lines 
entering  East  St.  Louis  and  St.  Louis  is  $1.10S.  The  rate  from 
group  2  to  St.  Louis  over  all  lines,  including  the  Belleville  and  the 
Suburban,  is  $1,295,  Approximately  80  per  cent  of  the  coal  used  by 
St.  Louis  and  East  St.  Louis  comes  from  Illinois  mines  in  group  2. 
Heretofore  the  rates  from  group  2  over  the  Belleville  and  the  Subur- 
ban to  East  St.  Louis  and  St.  Louis  have  been  the  same  as  the  rates 
via  other  lines.  Shipments  from  at  least  two  of  the  mines  served  by 
the  Belleville  can  be  made  over  the  Southern  Bailway.  Other  mines 
served  by  the  Belleville  and  the  Suburban  are  in  close  proximity  to 
mines  served  by  carriers  named  in  our  former  orders  in  this  case. 

The  Illinois  commission  points  out  that  there  are  some  mines  in 
group  2  on  the  Southern  Bailway  which  are  80  miles,  and  some  on 
the  Illinois  Central  which  are  61  miles,  from  St  Louis,  while  those 
on  the  Belleville  and  on  the  Suburban  are  from  8  to  12  miles  from 
St  Louis.  This  is  an  attadi  upon  the  reasonableness  of  this  group 
adjustment,  which  necessarily  involves  its  relation  to  other  groups 
in  Illinois  and  the  entire  coal-rate  structure  in  this  district  The 
relationship  of  these  groups  was  considered  and  approved  in  Th« 
lUinotB  Coal  Cotes,  32  I.  C.  C,  659.  A  great  many  parties  would 
have  to  be  heard  in  any  complaint  attacking  the  relationship  of 
these  groups,  and  we  do  not  deem  Uiat  such  an  issue  is  present  in 
this  case. 

The  line  of  the  Missoari-Illinois  Bailroad  Company,  a  steam 
carrier,  extends  from  Salem,  111.,  to  Bismarck,  Mo.,  a  distance  of  140 
miles.  At  the  time  of  the  hearing,  March  21,  1921,  this  carrier 
had  not  begun  to  operate  but  had  filed  tariffs  with  this  Commission 
■nd  with  the  Dlinois  commission,  effective  March  26  1921.  These 
tariffs  contained  rates,  fares,  and  charges,  both  sUt«  and  interststw, 
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on  the  basis  applicable  OQ  trunk  lines  in  the  same  territor7.  The 
Illinois  Southern  fiailway  Company,  whidi  formerly  owned  this 
line,  ceased  operations  in  December,  1919,  under  a  foreclosure  pro- 
ceeding, its  revenues  not  being  sufBcieot  to  cover  operating  ex- 
penses. Its  freight  traffic  consisted  largely  of  coal  moved  from 
Illinois  mines  to  Missouri  lead  mines,  although  there  was  some 
movement  of  products  of  the  lead-mining  induBtry,  grain  and  grain 
products,  sandstone,  and  lime. 

The  claim  of  this  carrier  is  anticipatory  and  is  based  upon  the 
theory  that,  while  the  proposed  interstate  rates  and  charges  would 
become  effective,  in  all  probability  the  Illinois  authorities  would 
not  permit  similar  rates  to  be  established  within  Illinois,  and  as  a 
consequence  the  alleged  unjust  discrimination  against  interstate  com- 
merce and  the  undue  preference  of  intrastate  commerce  would  be 
created.  Testimony  introduced  at  the  hearing  dealt  chiefly  with 
the  preexisting  rates  of  the  Illinois  Southern  Bailway;  Counsel  for 
the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  willing  that  the  testi- 
mony taken  at  this  hearing  be  "  considered  as  evidence  taken  sub- 
sequent to  the' tftablishment  of  the  rates."  At  the  time  of  the  hear^ 
ing  this  carrier  was  not  engaged  in  transporting  either  state  or 
interstate  commerce  and  had  no  state  or  interstate  rat«s  or  charges 
in  effect,  and  no  action  had  been  taken  by  the  Illinois  authorities 
with  respect  to  its  intrastate  rates,  fares,  and  charges.  The  inter- 
state rates  have  since  been  estabUshed.  This  record  affords  no 
basis  for  a  finding  as  to  the  rat«s  and  <^arges  of  this  carrier. 

The  St.  Louis  &  Ohio  Kiver  Bailroad  is  a  line  from  Belleville, 
ni.,  to  East  St.  Louis,  which  was  cotnpleted  for  operation  January 
1,  1921.  Its  tariffs  were  filed  effective  on  that  date,  and  published 
rates  on  coal  from  mines  near  Belleville  in  group  2  to  East  St. 
Louis  of  96.6  costs  and  to  St.  Louis  of  $1,295.  At  the  time  of  the 
hearing  no  coal  h^  actually  been  handled  by  this  line.  For  that 
reason  no  finding  is  made  herein  with  reepeot  to  it. 

The  East  St.  Louis  Connecting  Sailway  is  a  subsidiary  of  the 
Terminal  Railroad  Association  of  St.  Louis.  It  handles  both  intra- 
state and  interstate  freight.  It  operates  along  the  east  side  of  the 
Mississippi  river,  switches  cars  from  industries  on  its  lines  to  con- 
necting lines,  and  forms  a  connecting  link  between  various  trunk  lines 
at  East  St.  Louis.  The  service  performed  by  it  is  similar  in  all  re- 
spects to  that  performed  by  the  Terminal  Railroad  Association  of 
St.  Louis  and  the  St.  Louis  Merchant's  Bridge  Terminal  Railway. 
The  latter  were  included  in  our  former  order  in  this  case,  60  I.  C. 
C,  92. 

The  Manufacturers  Junction  Railway  operates  7  miles  of  switching 
tracks  in  the  western  part  of  the  Chicago  switching  district.    It  was 
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found  to  be  a  common  carrier  Bubject  to  the  interstate  commerce  act 
in  Manufacturers  JuTusHon  By.  Co.,  $8  I.  C.  C,  666.  It  handles  aD 
claases  of  freight,  in  carloads  and  less  than  carloads.  About  25  per 
cent  of  the  carload  freight  and  10  per  cent  of  the  less-than-carload 
freight  is  handled  in  connection  with  intrastate  traffic.  Prior  to 
August  26, 1920,  it  received  from  its  trunk  line  connections  $3.50  per 
car  of  not  over-60,000  pounds,  plus  10  cents  per  ton  or  fraction  of  a 
ton  in  excess  thereof,  for  interchange  switching  of  carload  freight; 
and  5  cents  per  100  pounds  on  IcBS-than-carload  freight,  regardless  of 
whether  it  was  interstate  or  intrastate  traffic.  On  August  26,  1920, 
these  charges  were  increased  to  $6  per  car,  plus  17.5  cents  per  ton  on 
carload,  and  9  cents  per  100  pounds  on  less  than  carload,  on  interstate 
traffic.  On  intrastate  traffic  the  charges  were  increased  to  $6  per  car, 
plus  17  cents  per  ton  on  carload  and  8.5  cents  per  100  pounds  on  leas 
than  carload.  The  service  performed  in  each  case  is  IdenticaL  The 
estimated  revenue  which  would  accrue  to  this  respondent  from  the 
increase  of  0.6  cent  per  ton  on  carload  and  0.6  cent  per  100  pounds 
on  less  than  carload  would  amount  only  to  about  $1,000  per  year. 
However,  there  appears  to  be  no  reasonable  basis  for  a  difference  in 
these  rates.  Similar  adjustments  were  found  to  be  unduly  prejudi- 
cial in  connection  with  the  larger  lines. 

The  Pullman  Railroad  is  also  engaged  in  switching  in  the  Chicago 
district.  It  was  fotmd  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to  the  inter- 
state commerce  act  in  PuUtnan  R.  S.  Co.,  61 1.  C.  C,  637.  It  handles 
freight  in  both  intrastate  and  interstate  traffic  and  participates  in 
joint  rates  with  several  trunk  lines  entering  Chicago.  During  the 
year  1920  it  interchanged  with  its  trunk  line  connections  approxi- 
mately 29,000  loaded  cars  and  1,620  new  freight  cars.  Of  the  loaded 
cars  interchanged  approximately  30  per  cent  moved  in  intrastate 
traffic,  and  of  the  new  freight  cars  72  per  cent  moved  in  intrastate 
traffic.  The  switching  rate  in  effect  August  25, 1920,  was  $2  per  car 
on  both  interstate  and  intrastate  traffic.  After  that  date  the  rate  be- 
came $2.50  on  intrastate  and  $3  per  car  on  interstate  traffic.  The  serv- 
ice performed  in  each  instance  is  identicaL  On  the  ba^  of  the  num- 
ber of  carloads  handled  in  1820,  the  increased  revenue  which  would 
result  from  an  increase  of  50  cents  per  car  in  the  intrastate  rate  would 
amount  to  only  $1,664. 

The  Chicago  &  Calumet  Biver  Railroad  C<Hnpany  operates  5  miles 
of  switching  tracks  at  H^ewisch,  HI.,  a  sulniTb  of  Chicago,  and 
connects  with  nine  trunk  lines.  It  serves  industries  on  its  tracks 
and  public  team  tracks.  It  was  found  to  be  a  common  carrier  in 
Chiatgo  <fc  Caiumet  River  R.  R.  Co.,  55  L  C.  C,  194.  It  handto 
DO  leas-than-carload  freight,  but  handles  between  SOjDOO  and  SSjOCK) 
cmrs  per  year  in  switcfaio^  amvoneiitB.    Afaont  SB  per  eent  oi  the 

,,  LiOOqIc 


INTRASTATE   SATES  WITHUT  HXINOIS.  867 

traffic  13  intrastate.  It  maintains  local  switching  rfttes  -which  apply 
between  points  on  ita  line  and  aa  factors  of  conUiination  ratce  be- 
tween points  on  its  line  and  points  in  Chics^  switching  district, 
where  no  through  rates  are  in  effect.  It  alao  publishes  proportional 
rates  on  traffic  destined  to  and  from  points  outside  the  Chicago 
switching  district  to  both  interstate  in  intrastate  points.  Ho  prayer 
is  made  as  to  proportional  rates.  Only  the  local  switching  rates  an 
involved.  For  example,  on  a  carload  shipment  originating  on  its 
line  destined  to  Indiana  Harbor,  Ind.,  a  point  within  the  Chicago 
switching  district,  the  rate  ia  $7  per  car.  If  the  same  shipment 
were  destined  to  a  point  within  the  Chicago  switching  district  in 
tlie  state  of  Illinois,  the  rate  would  be  $6.50  per  car.  Prior  to  August 
S6,  1920,  the  switching  rate  on  either  movement  was  $5  per  car. 
The  service  performed  ia  identical  in  each  instance.  It  is  estimated 
that  the  rate  of  $6.50  per  car  would  apply  to  1^000  or  1,500  care, 
making  a  difference  in  revenue  of  between  $500  and  $750,  which 
would  acci-ue  to  this  respondent  if  the  rates  were  on  a  parity. 

The  Chicago  Heights  Terminal  Transfer  Kailroad  performs  a 
switching  service  for  a  number  of  trunk  lines  entering  Chicago, 
It  operates  about  15  miles  of  main-line  tracks  and  15  miles  of  sid- 
ings outside  the  Chicago  switching  dif^iot.  It  has  never  been 
declared  a  common  carrier  subject  to  the  interstate  commerce  act. 
Its  switching  charges  are  absorbed  by  its  trunk  line  connections  in 
several  instances.  There  is  no  variation  in  its  charges  for  a  switch- 
ing service  on  interstate  and  intrastate  traffic  It  performs  weigh- 
ing service  for  which  the  charge  is  85  cents  per  car  on  interstate 
and  34  cents  per  car  on  intrastate  traffic.  It  also  publishes  recon- 
gigning  cha^fes  of  $3  on  interstate  and  $2.50  per  car  on  intrastate 
traffic.  The  amount  of  weighing  and  reconsigniug  service  performed 
is  not  shown,  nor  is  it  shown  whether  these  services  are  performed 
in  connection  with  any  intrastate  traffic.  No  finding  will  be  made 
with  respect  to  this  carrier. 

The  Qiicago  Biver  &  Indiana  Railway  Company  also  performs 
switching  services  in  the  Chicago  district,  but  under  adjustments 
with  trunk  line  carriers  the  charges  of  this  carrier  have  been  in- 
creased on  both  interstate  and  state  traffic  in  substantial  conformity 
with  Ex  Parte  74.  This  carrier  requested  that  it  be  included  in 
any  order  which  might  be  issued  requiring  the  respondents  herein 
to  increase  their  intrastate  charges,  but  stated  that  no  further  in- 
creases would  be  made  in  its  charges  if  it  were  so  included.  As  its 
intrastate  charges  within  Illinois  now  reflect  the  increases  on  inter- 
state traffic  authorized  in  Ex  Parte  74,  no  finding  with  respect  to  its 
charges  will  be  made. 
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An  appeu*uice  was  filed  in  behalf  of  the  East  St.  I<ouis  Jonction 
Railway,  but  as  no  testimony  was  introduced  concerning  its  rates 
and  charges  no  finding  is  made  herein  with  respect  to  them. 

The  record  discloses  no  conditions  affecting  transportation  within 
Illinois  which  justify  the  maintenance  of  a  lower  basis  of  intrastate 
rates  and  charges  therein  than  the  basis  of  rates  and  charges  con- 
temporaneously applicable  to  interstate  traffic  of  respondents  for 
similar  services  wiUi  respect  to  which  findings  are  made  herein. 
For  the  resstMis  already  stated,  no  finding  is  made  concerning  the 
rates  and  charges  of  the  Missouri- Ulinoia,  the  Chicago  Heights  Ter- 
minal Transfer,  the  St.  Louis  &,  Ohio  Kiver,  the  East  St  Louis  Junc- 
tion, and  the  Chicago  River  &  Indiana  railroads.  Following  our 
previous  decision  in  this  case,  60  I.  C.  C,  92,  and  related  cases,  and 
upon  this  record,  we  find  that  the  increases  made  under  Ex  Parte  74 
by  the  other  respondents  hereinbefore  named  in  the  rates  end  charges 
described  for  the  transportation  of  interstate  freight,  including  milk 
and  cream,  and  now  in  effect,  are  reasonable;  that  the  failure  of  said 
respondents  to  increase  their  intrastate  rates  and  charges  corre- 
spondingly for  similar  services,  including  charges  for  the  transpor- 
tation of  milk  and  cream,  within  the  state  of  Illinois,  has  resulted,  and 
will  result,  in  intrastate  rates  and  charges  lower  than  the  correspond- 
ing interstate  rates  and  charges,  in  undue  preference  of  shippers  and 
localities  in  intrastate  commerce  within  the  state  of  Illinois,  and  sub- 
jects shippers  and  localities  in  interstate  conunerce  to  undue  preju- 
dice, and  unjustly  discriminates  against  interstate  commerce. 

We  further  find  that  to  remove  the  undue  preference  and  prejudice 
and  unjust  discrimination  found  to  exist,  increases  should  be  made 
in  these  charges  corresponding  to  the  increases  made  in  similar 
charges  applicable  interstate  in  the  eastern  group  under  Ex  Parte  74. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.  11825. 
WILLTAlf  J.  JACKSOK,  RECEIVER  OF  THE  PROPERTY 
OF  CHICAGO  &  EASTERN  ILLINOIS  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY, 

ST.  LOXnS-SAN  FRANCISCO  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


Submined  April  U,  132i.    Decided  Febmary  9,  tdU. 


Dlvlsloiu  of  Joint  rates  on  certain  traffic  moTlng  between  stations  on  tbe  Chi- 
cago &  Eastern  lUlnols  Railroad  and  Btatlons  on  the  St.  Loula-San  Fran- 
cisco RuUwar  Tla  Cbaffee,  Mo.,  found  unreasonable  and  Inequitable.  Ren- 
sooable  and  equitable  divisions  prescribed. 

Homer  T.  Dick  and  K.  L.  Richmond  for  complainant. 

W,  F.  Evana  and  M.  Q.  Roierta  for  defendant. 

Repobt  of  the  Cohhisbign, 
Division  1,  CoHMiasioNEaa  McChobd,  Attchison,  and  Lewis. 
McChobd,  Chairman: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
.examiner. 

William  J.  Jackson,  receiver  of  the  Chicago  &  Eastern  Illinois 
Railroad  Company,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Eastern  Illinois, 
by  complaint  filed  September  24, 1920,  alleges  that  the  divisional  ar- 
rangement between  tbe  Eastern  Illinois  and  the  St.  Louis-San  Fran- 
cisco Railway,  hereinafter  called  the  Frisco,  on  traffic  interchanged 
at  Chaffee,  Mo.,  is  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  inequitable.  We  are 
asked  to  prescribe  just,  reasonable,  and  equitable  divisions,  and  to 
require  adjustment  to  be  made  in  accordance  therewith  for  the  period 
subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the  complaint.  Rates  and  divisions  here- 
inafter stated  are  those  in  effect  at  the  time  the  complaint  was  filed. 

The  Eastern  Illinois  owns  the  line  of  railroad  operated  by  com- 
plainant between  Chicago,  111.,  and  Thebes,  111.,  a  point  on  the  east 
bank  of  the  Mississippi  River  about  24  miles  north  of  Cairo,  III. 
Its  rails  extend  also  from  Findlay,  111.,  a  point  on  the  main  line,  to 
St  Louis,  Mo. 

It  is  operated  between  Thebes  and  Chaffee,  which  is  about  16  miles 
west  of  Thebes,  under  trackage  agreements  and  other  contracts  with 
the  Illinois  Central  Railroad,  Southern  Illinois  &.  Missouri  Bridge 
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Company,  St.  Louis  Southwestern  Baitroad,  hereinafter  called  the 
Cotton  Belt,  and  the  Frisco.  At  Chaffee  it  connects  with  the  main 
line  of  the  Frisco  extending  from  St,  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Memphis,  Tenn., 
and  with  other  lines  of  that  carrier  serving  southeastern  Missouri 
and  northeastern  Arkansas. 

The  line  of  the  Fastem  Illinois  into  Thebes  was  completed  and 
placed  in  operation  in  January,  1900.  Until  1905  tratBc  moving  via 
this  line  was  interchanged  with  the  western  carriers  at  Gray's  Point, 
Mo.,  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi,  by  means  of  a  ferry  service 
from  Thebes.  In  December,  1900,  the  Eastern  Illinois,  Illinois  Cen- 
tral, Cotton  Belt,  and  St  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern,  now  a 
part  of  the  Missouri  Pacific  Kailroad,  incorporated  the  Southern  Il- 
linois &  Missouri  Bridge  Company,  which  constmcted  a  double-track 
steel  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  Kiver  at  Thebes.  The  bridge  cost 
$8,250,496  and  was  placed  in  operation  in  April,  1005,  The  agree- 
ment between  the  bridge  company  and  the  tenant  lines  contemplated 
the  payment  by  the  latter  of  all  charges  and  tolls  for  service  across 
the  bridge  and  equal  proportions  of  any  deficit  from  operation.  Un- 
der these  agreements  and  contracts  Illmo,  Mo.,  where  the  bridge 
tracks  connect  with  the  Cotton  Belt,  became  the  point  of  interchange 
between  the  Eastern  Illinois  and  the  western  carriers. 

In  January,  1905,  prior  to  the  completion  of  the  Thebes  bridge,  the 
Frisco  entered  into  a  contract  with  the  Cotton  Belt  whereby  it  ob- 
tained the  right  to  operate  its  trains  over  the  rails  of  the  latter  be- 
tween Eockview,  Mo.,  about  2  miles  north  of  Chaffee,  and  Illmo,  a 
distance  of  7.54  miles.  The  Frisco,  having  previously  in  1902  ac» 
quired  control  of  the  Eastern  Illinois  by  stock  ownership,  assigned 
this  contract  to  the  Eastern  Illinois,  and  established  Chaffee  as  the 
point  of  interchange.  In  order  that  the  Eastern  Illinois  might  enter 
Chaffee,  another  contract  was  made  between  that  company,  the  Ktem- 
phis  &  Southeastern  Railroad,  and  the  Frisco,  under  which  the  East- 
ern Illinois  was  granted  the  right  to  use  jointly  with  the  grantors 
the  tracks  between  Eockview  and  Chaffee,  also  the  terminal  yard, 
tracks,  roundhouse,  and  other  facilities  at  Chaffee. 

From  January  1, 1908,  until  July  1,  1913,  the  Frisco  and  the  East- 
em  Illinois  divided  rates  on  through  traffic  on  the  basis  of  a  mileage 
prorate  with  s  minimum  of  30  per  cent  to  the  short  line,  allowing 
the  Eastern  Illinois  its  actual  mileage  to  or  from  Chaffee  but  no  spe- 
cific compensation  for  bridge  service.  If  bridge  tolls  were  charged, 
they  were  deducted  before  prorating  and  were  added  to  the  propor- 
tion accruing  to  the  Frisco  lines.  On  all  shipments  rebilled  at  Chaf- 
fee the  Eastern  Illinois  received  0,5  cent  per  100  pounds  on  carloads 
and  2  cents  per  100  pounds  on  less  than  carloads  as  compensation 
for  the  service  between  Thebes  and  Chaffee.    On  luraber  and  forest 
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products  northbound  routed  tIk  Chaffee  and  Thebes,  where  the 
through  rates  were  made  on  combination  over  Thebes,  the  Frisco 
received  the  published  local  or  proportional  ratea  to  Thebes  less  0.9 
cent  per  100  pounds,  which  amount  was  paid  to  the  Eastern  Illinois. 
It  will  thus  be  observed  that  in  all  instances  the  Eastern  Illinois  was 
allowed  some  compensation  for  the  service  west  of  Thebes. 

Control  of  tha  Eastern  Illinois  by  the  Frisco  tertuinated  on  May 
27,  1913,  and  thereafter  the  two  properties  were  operated  sepa- 
rately. The  Eastern  Illinois  was  notified  by  the  Frisco  that  in  the 
future  it  would  be  allowed  on  through  traffic  the  uaual  divisions  or 
percentages  of  rates  applicable  east  and  aarth  of  Thebes,  but  would 
be  required  to  continue  to  deliver  and  accept  such  traffic  at  Chaffee. 
On  traffic  interchanged  in  both  directions  between  the  Frisco  at 
Chaffee  and  connections  of  the  Eastern  Illinois  at  Thebes,  a  division 
of  10  cents  per  ton,  equivalent  to  0.5  cent  per  100  pounds,  was 
offered  for  the  intermediate  service  of  the  Eastern  Illinois.  The 
proposals  submitted  by  the  Frisco  were  accepted  by  the  Eastern 
Illinois  under  the  threat  of  diversion  of  the  traffic  to  St.  Louis.  It 
was  also  advised  that  unless  it  consented  to  these  proposals  it  could 
not  expect  to  share  in  the  traffic  delivered  by  the  Frisco  at  St.  Louis. 
The  Eastern  Illinois  was  then  in  no  position  to  forego  the  revenue 
it  derived  from  tonnage  moving  over  Frisco  rails,  via  either  St. 
Louis  or  Chaffee. 

The  revised  divisions,  with  some  modifications,  have  been  in  effect 
since  July  1,  1913,  except  during  the  period  of  federal  controL 
After  the  termination  of  federal  control  the  Eastern  Illinois  noti- 
fied the  Frisco  that  it  would  discontinue  its  service  between  Thebes 
and  Chaffee.  Tariffs  accordingly  were  filed  canceling  all  joint 
rates  applying  by  way  of  tha  Eastern  Illinois  to,  from,  or  via 
Thebes.  The  practical  effect  of  those  tariffs  would  have  been  to 
close  the  Thebes  gateway,  and  upon  protest  they  were  suspended. 
The  suspension  was  subsequently  made  permanent  by  order  in  Aban- 
donment of  Service  by  C.  tfe  E.  I.  R.  B.,  59  L  C.  C,  49.  It  was 
stated  in  that  case  Uiat  the  Eastern  Illinois  and  Frisco  would  be 
expected  to  make  an  earnest  effort  to  agree  concerning  divisions 
via  the  Tbebes-Cbaffee  gateway,  but  in  the  event  of  failure  to  agree 
the  matter  could  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  CtHnmission  in 
another  proceeding.  Xo  agreement  was  reached  and  this  complaint 
was  then  brought. 

The  Eastern  Illinois  contends  that  rates  on  traffic  moving  be- 
tween points  east  and  west  of  the  Mississippi  River  are  constructed 
so  as  to  break  at  the  river,  or  at  Thebes,  and  that  by  its  service 
west  of  the  river  it  becomes  in  effect  a  short  western  carrier  and 
therefore  entiUed  to  remuneration  for  such  service  separate  and  dis- 
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tinct  from  the  rates  and  revennes  it  receives  for  its  services  east 
and  north  of  Thebes. 

It  states  that  under  present  operatisg  costs  it  can  no  longer 
afford  to  participate  in  this  trafSc  unless  some  allowance  is  nude 
for  its  services  over  the  bridge  and  the  leased  properties.  The 
record  shows  that  the  cost  to  the  Eastern  Illinois  for  performii^ 
the  service  between  Thebes  and  Chaffee,  exclusive  of  train  opera- 
tion and  general  expenses  incident  thereto,  amounted  in  July,  1920, 
to  $12,023.48,  divided  as  follows:  $327.45  to  the  Illinois  Central 
for  use  of  a  connecting  track  at  Thebes,  $1,960.36  to  the  bridge 
compan;,  $897.26  to  the  Cotton  Belt  for  trackage  between  Illma 
and  Eockview,  and  $8,838.41  to  the  Frisco  for  maintenance  and 
operation  of  the  line  between  Rockview  and  Chaffee,  care  of  equip^ 
ment  at  Chaffee,  rental  of  joint  facilities,  taxes,  and  coal  furnished 
locomotives. 

Complainant  suggests  that  divisions  fair  to  both  carriers  could 
be  determined  by  one  of  the  following  methods:  (a)  By  allowing 
the  Eastern  Illinois  its  division  east  of  Thebes  and  adding  thereto 
a  bridge  toll  plus  a  mileage  prorate  of  the  revenue  accruing  west 
of  Thebes  with  a  minimum  of  25  per  cent  to  the  short  line;  or  (&) 
by  adding  to  the  proportion  east  of  Thebes  an  amount  based  on  « 
mileage  prorate  of  the  revenue  west  of  Thebes,  allowing  a  construc- 
tive mileage  for  the  bridge.  In  computing  this  constructive  mile- 
age the  assessed  values  of  the  bridge  in  Illinois  and  Missouri  for 
the  year  1919  were  divided  by  the  assessed  values  of  the  adjacent 
main  lines  of  the  Eastern  Illinois  and  Cotton  Belt,  which  produced 
111.65  miles  as  the  equivalent  for  the  bridge.  To  this  figure  wai 
added  the  actual  mileage  over  the  leased  lines,  resulting  in  a  con- 
structive mileage  between  Thebes  and  Chaffee  of  122.41  miles.  By 
either  of  these  methods  the  Eastern  Illinois  would  receive  in  almost 
all  cases  not  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  earnings  west  of  Thebes 
in  addition  to  its  revenue  east  of  Thebes. 

A  common  method  of  dividing  rates  on  traffic  crossing  the  Missis- 
sippi and  Ohio  rivers  is  to  allow  the  carriers  east  and  north  of  the 
rivers  their  local  or  proportional  rates,  or  the  established  percentages 
of  through  rates,  to  or  from  the  crossings,  plus  an  allowance  for 
bridge  service  where  they  perform  that  service.  These  allowances 
or  bridge  charges  vary  at  the  different  crossings.  A  tariff  naming 
bridge  and  transfer  charges  at  Mississippi  and  Ohio  river  crossings, 
effective  February  15,  1918,  shows  that,  generally  speaking,  the 
charges  on  class  traffic  crossing  the  Mississippi  River  north  of  St. 
Louis  were  at  that  time  5  cents  per  100  pounds  on  the  first  three 
classes  and  less  than  5  cents  per  100  pounds  on  the  remaining  classes. 
'She  charges  for  crossing  the  bridge  at  Lonisiana,  Mo.,  over  which 
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the  diicago  &  Alton  Railroad  operates,  was  2  cents  for  carload  traffic 
and  2.^  cents  for  les8-than<carl«nd  traflic.  At  Thebes  and  Cairo  the 
charge  was  2  cents  per  100  pounds  on  both  carload  and  less-than- 
carload  traffic ;  at  Evansrillo,  Ind.,  and  Louisville,  Ky.,  1  cent  on  car- 
load traffic  and  3  cents  on  less-than-carload  traHic;  and  at  Memphis, 
3  cents  on  the  first  three  classes  and  2  cents  and  1.5  cents  on  the  lower 
classes. 

The  Frisco  operates  across  the  bridge  at  Memphis  and  receives  an 
allowance  out  of  the  through  rates  equal  to  the  cost  of  the  bridge 
service,  except,  possibly,  where  it  elects  to  meet  the  competition  of 
more  direct  lines.  The  transfer  charges  at  Memphis,  as  published 
by  the  Kansas  City  &  Memphis  Railway  &  Bridge  Company,  are  5.5 
cents  per  100  pounds  on  less-than-carload  traffic,  and  on  carload 
traffic,  5.5  cents  per  100  pounds  on  the  first  three  classes,  3.5  cents 
on  the  next  three  classes,  and  2.5  cent£  (Hi  the  remaining  classes. 
The  charge  on  lumber  and  coal  is  2  cents  per  100  pounds.  The  Illi- 
nois  Central  publishes  a  charge  of  2.5  cents  on  all  traffic  crossing 
the  bridge  at  Cairo.  At  most  of  the  river  crossings  specific  bridge 
charges  are  applicable  on  particular  commodities  moving  in  car- 
loads. 

The  divisions  accruing  to  the  Eastern  Illinois  out  of  rates  on  traffic 
interchanged  with  the  Frisco  will  now  be  considered.  The  divisions 
of  rates  on  specific  commodities  will  be  separately  stated. 

With  some  exceptions  rates  on  traffic  moving  between  Frisco  sta- 
tions in  southeastern  Missouri  and  northeastern  Arkansas,  and  East- 
em  Illinois  stations,  except  Chicago  and  points  taking  the  same  rates, 
are  divided  on  a  mileage  prorate  to  and  from  Thebes,  with  a  mini- 
mum of  25  per  cent  to  the  short  line.  This  basis  also  is  employed 
in  dividing  rates  on  southbound  traffic,  and  on  some  northbound 
traffic,  between  Chicago  and  other  stations  on  the  Eastern  Illinois 
and  Memphis  and  points  east  thereof.  On  Memphis  traffic  the  East- 
em  Illinois  and  Frisco  meet  the  competition  of  the  Illinois  Central, 
the  direct  line,  and  in  the  movement  the  Mississippi  Kiver  is  crossed 
twice,  once  1^  the  Eastern  Illinois  and  once  by  the  FriBco.  One 
bridge  expense  therefore  offsets  the  other.  Defendant  contends  that 
under  such  circumstances  a  mileage  prorate  is  fair  and  reasonable. 
It  allows  the  Eastern  Illinois  on  first-class  traffic  from  Chicago  to 
Memphis  21.7  cents  more  than  the  proportional  rate  to  Thebes. 

Divisions  of  rates  are  frequently  made  on  a  mileage  prorate  with 
a  minimum  division  to  the  short  line  when  the  movement  to  and  from 
the  point  of  interchange  is  in  the  same  general  territory  under  ap- 
proximately similar  rate  adjustments,  and  when  no  imusual  services 
are  performed.  Here,  however,  the  level  of  rates  in  the  territory 
served  by  the  Frisco  is  higher  than  the  level  of  rates  in  the  territory' 

WLaa 


^cibyGoOl^lc 


364  INTEBSTATE  COICUCBBCE  0OMMIS8I0IT  KEPOBTS. 

east  of  the  Mississippi  River  throagh  which  the  &ast«ra  Illinois  opa- 
ates.  There  is  also  &  wide  differ»ice  in  the  traffic  density.  Daring 
the  year  ended  December  81, 1919,  the  traffic  density  on  the  Kasteni 
Illinois  was  1,939,894  ton-miles  per  mile  of  road  as  compared  with 
768,571  ton-miles  on  the  Frisco.  A  mileage  prorate,  considering  the 
line  of  the  Eastern  Illinois  east  and  west  of  Thebes  as  a  unit,  would 
appear  to  be  distinctly  favorable  to  that  carrier,  even  though  based 
on  the  mileages  to  and  from  Thebes. 

In  addition  to  the  movement  from  points  on  the  Eastern  Illinois 
to  stations  on  the  Frisco  south  of  Chaffee  there  is  some  local  move- 
ment to  and  from  Chaffee.  Although  the  Frisco  performs  no  service 
in  connection  with  movements  of  this  character,  except  possibly  a 
switching  service,  the  expense  of  which  is  borne  in  part  by  the  East- 
ern Illinois,  it  demands  50  per  cent  of  the  revenue  west  of  Thebes. 
Coal  is  an  exception.  The  Frisco  contends  that  on  traffic  from  Chi- 
cago to  Chaffee  it  is  entitled  to  a  division  of  the  revenue  west  of 
Thebes  because  it  is  in  a  position  to  solicit  the  movement  via  the  St. 
Louis  gateway  and  because  it  delivers  a  large  tonnage  easCbound  to 
the  Kastem  Illinois  at  Chaffee  which  it  could  haul  to  St.  Louis.  In- 
asmuch as  Chaffee  is  a  station  on  the  Eastern  Illinois  made  such  by 
the  trackage  agreement  with  the  Frisco,  the  latter  can  not  properly 
claim  any  proportion  of  the  revenue  on  local  traffic  moving  between 
that  point  and  other  stations  on  the  Eastern  Illinoia. 

The  following  table  shows  the  divisions  of  first-class  rates  on  less- 
than-cartoad  traffic  moving  from  Chicago  via  Thebes  to  representa- 
tive points  on  the  Frisco,  and  the  amount  that  the  Eastern  Illinois 
receives  in  excess  of  the  proportional  rate  to  Thebes.  The  propor- 
tional rate  to  Thebes,  applicable  on  traffic  to  points  to  which  no 
through  rates  are  published,  is  73.5  cents  first  class.  The  first-clnss 
local  rates  from  Chicago  to  Thebes  and  Chaffee  are  98.{t  cents  and 
$1.45,  respectively,  a  spread  of  46.6  centa.  The  distance  from  Chi- 
cago to  liebes  is  378  miles  and  to  Chaffee  894  miles. 
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A  mileage  prorate  to  and  from  Chaffee,  vith  a  minimum  of  25  per 
cent  to  the  short  line,  would  allow  the  Eastern  Illinois  75  per  cent  of 
the  revenue  to  points  within  130  miles  west  of  Chaffee.  The  Eastern 
Illinois'  maximum  division  to  any  of  the  points  shown  in  the  table 
except  Memphis  is  50.3  per  cent,  ranging  down  to  41  per  cent.  The 
present  basis  was  adopted  merely  for  simplicity  in  accounting  and 
with  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Frisco  of  allowing  the  Eastern 
Illinois  compensation  for  the  service  across  the  bridge  and  west  of 
Illmo.  That  bridge  charges  should  be  considered,  however,  is  shown 
by  reference  to  supplements,  issued  by  the  Frisco,  to  the  division  sheet 
carrying  these  per  cents,  which  provided  originally  for  a  deduction  of 
6  cents  per  100  pounds  for  river  transfer,  and  subsequently  for  actual 
Mississippi  Kiver  transfer  charges. 


Tonnage  considered,  coal  is  the  most  important  commodity  mov- 
ing southbound  through  the  Thebes-Chaffee  gateway.  This  coal 
moves  from  southern  Illinois  mines  on  the  Eastern  Illinois,  Illinois 
Central,  and  other  carriers  to  points  in  southeastern  Missouri  and 
northeastern  Arkansas,  where  it  competes  with  coal  originating  on  the 
Frisco  in  the  Alabama  Seld.  In  April,  1920,  242  cars  moved  from 
Eastern  Illinois  mines  to  stations  on  the  Frisco  and  4  cars  to  points  on 
connections  of  the  Frisco.  During  the  same  month  451  cars  moved 
from  Illinois  Central  mines  to  Frisco  stations  via  Qale  (Thebes) 
and  the  Eastern  Illinois  and  14  cars  to  points  on  connections.  The 
movement  from  Alabama  mines  is  not  stated. 

Prior  to  September  23, 1915,  the  divisions  of  through  rates  on  coal 
originating  on  the  Eastern  Illinois  destined  to  consuming  points  on 
the  Frisco  were  based  on  tbe  former  system's  percentages,  and  aver- 
aged 57.68  cents  per  ton  east  of  Chaffee.  On  that  date  the  divisitm 
allowed  the  Eastem  Illinois  was  redaced  to  52  cents  to  offset  the 
increased  cost  to  the  Frisco  of  fuel  coal  consumed  at  Chaffee  result- 
ing from  increases  in  coal  rates  made  effective  east  of  the  Mississippi 
River  about  that  time.  This  division  was  increased  to  70  cents  a  ton 
following  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Bailroads 
and  to  94.5  cents  following  the  general  increases  in  rates  in  1920. 

The  present  dirieions  of  joint  rates  on  coal  from  mines  on  the 
Eastern  Illinois  in  southern  Illinois  to  a  few  representative  points  on 
the  Frisco  are  shown  in  the  following  table,  togeliier  with  divisions 
figured  on  an  actual  mileage  prorate  to  and  from  Chaffee  and  on  a 
mileage  prorate  using  the  constructive  mileage  from  Thebes  to 
Chaffee  proposed  by  complainant,  allowing  25  per  cmt  to  the  short 
line. 
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The  present  rate  on  coal  from  southern  Illinois  mines  to  Chaffee 
is  $1,485,  and  to  Thebes  15  cents  less.  The  divisions  proposed  by 
complainant,  based  on  constructiTe  mileage,  are  materially  ia  excess 
of  the  local  rate  to  Chaffee.  In  some  instances,  to  points  within  s 
relatively  short  distance  of  Chaffee,  the  local  rata  would  be  exceeded 
under  a  mileage  prorate  using  actual  distances.  Complainant  has 
never  asked  the  Frisco  to  accord  divisions  as  high  m  would  be  ob- 
tained by  the  use  of  a  constructive  mileage,  but  contends  that  con- 
sidering the  difference  in  the  services  performed  such  divisions  would 
be  reasonable.  Upon  the  present  basis  of  divisions  the  Eastern  Illi- 
nois receives  on  coal  approximately  16.8  cents  a  ton  more  when  de- 
livery is  made  at  Chaffee  than  it  earns  on  coal  delivered  to  the  Cotton 
Belt  at  Thebes. 

Reference  is  made  by  defendant  to  an  average  division  of  71.3 
cents  a  ton  accorded  by  it  to  the  Missouri  Pacific,  prior  to  August  26, 
1920,  on  southern  Illinois  coal  hauled  over  the  Thebes  bridge  and 
delivered  by  that  carrier  at  Delta,  Mo.,  a  junction  point  west  of  the 
river  about  midway  between  Chaffee  and  Cape  Grirardean,  Mo. 
Under  the  present  rates  the  Missouri  Pacific  earns  an  average  of  9S.8 
cents  a  ton  to  Delta. 

As  before  stated,  there  is  a  considerable  movement  of  coal  fnHn 
Illinois  Central  mines  to  stations  on  the  Frisco.  The  average  reve- 
nue allowed  the  Illinois  Central  to  Gale  (Thebes)  on  southern  Illi- 
nois  coal  destined  to  Frisco  stations  is  92.3  cents  a  ton,  which  is  2.2 
cents  less  than  the  division  allowed  the  Eastern  Illinois  to  Chaffee. 
For  its  intermediate  service  from  Gale  to  Chaffee,  the  Eastern  Illi- 
Qois  earns  on  this  traffic  16.2  cents  a  ton,  which  it  claims  is  inade- 
quate. No  consideration,  however,  can  be  ^ven  in  this  proceeding 
to  the  matter  of  divisions  of  rates  from  points  on  the  line  of  the 
Illinois  Central,  as  that  carrier  is  not  a  party  herein. 

The  division  of  94.6  cents  yields  the  Eastern  Illinois  1.11  cents  per 
ton-mile  as  contrasted  with  the  Frisco's  ton-mile  eamiogs  of  6.45 
cents  to  Sikeston,  2.39  cents  to  Kennett,  1.78  cents  to  Tnrrell,  and 
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2.21  cents  to  Osceola.  The  record  discloses  no  unasual  conditions 
over  the  Frisco  portion  of  the  through  haul  which  would  justify  so 
great  a  disparity.  The  Eastern  Illinois  originates  and  assembles 
the  coal,  performs  the  switching  at  the  mines,  all  of  which  are  otf 
the  main  line,  some  from  3  to  4  miles  distant,  {anilshes  the  equip- 
ment, and  operates  over  the  Thebes  bridge  and  over  leased  lines  in 
effecting  delivery  at  Chaffee.  When  measured  by  the  difference  in 
service  performed,  the  Eastern  Illinois'  division  is  too  low, 

LUHBEB  AND  FOREST  PRODOCIS. 

The  bulk  of  the  traffic  moving  northbound  through  the  Thebes- 
Chaffee  gateway  consists  of  lumber  and  forest  products.  Prior  to 
July  1,  1913,  the  Eastern  Illinois  was  allowed  on  lumber  0.5  cent  per 
100  pounds  in  addition  to  the  division  north  of  Thebes  to  compensate 
it  for  the  service  over  the  bridge.  A  rate  of  4  c«nts  was  found  rea- 
sonable for  the  local  movement  from  Chaffee  to  Thebes  in  Disher 
Hoop  <&  Lumber  Co.  v.  St.  L.  c£  S.  F.  B.  R.  Co.,  26  I.  C.  C,  488,  and 
Hoops  from  Chaffee,  Mo.,  38  I.  C.  C,  482.  For  the  six  months  imme- 
diately preceding  July  1,  1913,  the  earnings  of  the  Eastern  Illinois 
from  Chaffee  to  Thebes  on  lumber  received  from  the  Frisco  were  esti- 
mated to  have  been  $52,215.  The  estimated  earnings  from  the  same 
source  during  the  calendar  year  1912  were  $96,913.  After  July  1, 
1913,  the  allowance  was  discontinued,  resulting  in  an  estimated  loss 
in  its  lumber  revenue  up  to  July  1,  1920,  ezciuding  the  period  of 
federal  control,  of  $285,858.  The  movement  of  lumber  over  this  route 
is  less  now  than  in  former  years. 

Until  June  23,  1918,  the  rates  on  lumber  from  southwestern  pro- 
ducing territory  to  points  east  of  the  Mississippi  River  were  made  on 
combination  of  the  rates  to  and  from  Thebes  and  were  divided,  after 
the  separation  of  the  companies,  by  allowing  the  Eastern  Illinois  the 
local  or  proportional  rates  applying  north  and  east  of  Thebes.  The 
Frisco  retained  the  full  proportion  south  of  Thebes,  The  rate  adjust- 
ment has  been  disturbed  by  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  Gen- 
eral and  by  the  general  rate  increases  of  1920,  so  that,  as  a  rule,  the 
rates  are  no  longer  equal  to  the  combination.  Effective  March  1, 
1920,  arrangements  were  made  to  divide  the  increased  rates  on  lumber 
moving  from  the  southeast  to  points  north  of  the  Ohio  River  on  the 
hasis  of  a  revenue  prorate,  using  as  factors  the  components  applying 
on  June  24,  1918.  No  basis  has  been  agreed  upon  for  dividing  rates 
from  the  southwest  to  Illinois  points. 

Poplar  Bluff,  Mo.,  is  a  representative  point  on  the  Frisco  from 
which  lumber  is  shipped.   The  present  rate  on  lumber  from  that  point 
to  Chicago  is  33  cents  per  100  pounds,  which  happens  to  be  the  same  as 
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the  combinatioo  of  13.6  cents  to  Thebes  and  19.5  cents  beyond.  On 
lumber  from  Poplar  Bluff  to  Chicago  the  Eastern  Ulinois  would 
therefore  earn  19.5  cents,  or  approximately  1  cent  per  ton-mUe,  and 
the  Frisco  would  earn  13.5  cents  or  4.4  cents  per  ton-mile.  If  the 
Frisco  handled  the  traffic  to  St.  Louis  it  would  earn  19  cents,  which 
is  equivalent  to  1.95  cents  per  ton-mile  for  the  distance  of  195  miles, 
but  would  be  required  to  assume  a  bridge  charge.  The  present  rate 
on  lumber  from  N^ettleton,  Ark.,  163  miles  from  Chaffee,  to  Chicago 
is  34.5  cents,  which  divided  on  a  revenue  prorate,  would  allow  the 
Eastern  Illinois  18.5  cents  and  the  Frisco  16  cents.  The  ton-mile 
earnings  under  these  divisions  are  9.4  milts  and  2.1  cents,  respec- 
tively. Based  on  an  allowance  of  2  cents  per  100  pounds  for  service 
from  Chaffee  across  the  bridge  to  Thebes,  the  earnings  per  ton-mile 
on  lumber  from  the  points  named  would  be  from  Poplar  Bluff,  East- 
em  Illinois  1.09  cents,  Frisco  3.77  cents ;  and  from  Nettleton,  Eastern 
Illinois  1.04  cents,  Frisco  1.83  cents. 

Defendant  contends  that  the  present  divisions  allowed  the  Eastern 
ininois  on  lumber  are  reasonable  and  just,  particularly  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  latter  is  satisfied  to  shrink  its  revenue  east  of  the  river 
8.6  cents  per  100  pounds  in  order  to  participate  in  lumber  traffic 
moving  north  of  Cairo  over  the  Illinois  Central  and  Mobile  &  Ohio 
railroads.  The  Eastern  lUinois  connects  with  the  Illinois  Central 
at  Olive  Branch,  111.,  and  with  the  Mobile  &  Ohio  at  Tamms,  IlL, 
junction  points  a  few  miles  north  of  Cairo,  and  allows  those  carriers 
8.5  cents  out  of  the  proportions  accruing  north  of  the  Ohio  Kiver. 
'i1ie  record  indicates  that  there  is  little  or  no  movement  of  lumber 
over  these  routes. 

OTHSB   OOHMOOITIES. 

The  principal  traffic  moving  northbound  tiirough  Thebes,  aside 
from  lumber,  consists  of  cement  and  miscellaneous  commodities 
from  Cape  Girardeau;  hides,  scrap,  and  merchandise  from  Mem- 
phis;  lime  from  Fremont,  Mo.;  cotton  and  cottonseed  products  frcmi 
Memphis  and  other  points ;  and  pig  iron  from  the  Birmingham,  Ala., 
district.  Cement  movea  from  Cape  Girardeau  to  points  in  southern 
Illinois  under  rates  and  divisions  based  on  those  prescribed  in  Cap« 
Girardeau  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  St.  L.  tfi  S.  F.  R.  B.  Co.^  35 
I.  C.  C,  109,  and  47  I.  C.  C,  204,  which  were  2  cents  to  the  Frisco 
for  the  movement  from  Cape  Girardeau  to  Chaffee,  1  cent  to  the 
Eastern  Illinois  for  service  across  the  Thebes  bridge,  and  the  bal- 
ance to  the  lines  east  of  the  river.  Rates  on  miscellaneois  commo- 
dities from  Cape  Girardeau  are  divided  on  a  mileage  prorate  allow- 
ing 25  per  cent  to  the  short  line.    Kates  on  hides,  scrap,  and  mer- 
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diftndiae  fnHn  Memphis  and  on  lime  from  Fremont  are  alec  divided 
on  a  mileage  prorate. 

A  different  basis  lias  been  established  for  dividing  rates  on  cotton 
and  cottonseed  products  and  on  pig  iron.  The  rates  on  such  traffic 
are  divided  by  allowing  the  Eastern  Illinois  the  rates  or  divisions 
applicable  north  of  Cairo  on  similar  traffic  For  illustration,  on  pig 
iron  from  Birmingham  to  Chicago  the  lines  north  of  Cairo  and 
Thebes  receive  $2.46  per  gross  ton  out  of  the  through  rate  of  $6.65. 
This  is  equivalent  to  37  per  cent  to  the  Eastern  Illinois,  whereas  a 
mileage  prorate  would  yield  48.8  per  cent.  Traffic  originating  at 
Memphis  and  points  on  the  Frisco  east  thereof,  moving  over  the 
Thebes-Chaffee  route,  necessarily  must  cross  the  Mississippi  Biver 
at  Memphis  and  at  Thebes  and  the  expense  over  one  bridge  may 
therefore  properly  be  held  to  offset  the  expense  at  the  other.  There 
are  several  routes  over  which  this  traffic  could  move  in  which  the 
Eastern  Illinois  would  not  participate. 

The  Frisco  justifies  its  retention  of  the  balance  of  the  revenue 
south  of  Thebes  on  such  commodities  as  lumber,  cotton,  cottonseed 
products,  and  pig  iron,  on  the  ground  that  this  is  highly  competi- 
tive traffic  which  it  could  move  through  to  St.  Louis  and  thereby 
obtain  its  maximum  haul  and  maximum  revenue.  Moreover,  it 
would  obtain  a  larger  volume  of  traffic  to  offer  eastern  connections 
at  that  point  in  exchange  for  competitive  westbound  traffic.  The 
Eastern  Illinois  can  get  little  traffic  at  Thebes,  because  lines  entering 
Thebes  from  the  west  have  their  own  rails  into  East  St.  Louis  and 
to  other  junctions  north  of  Thebes  and  insist  on  their  long  haul. 
When  the  relative  advantages  and  disadvantages  are  considered,  the 
claim  of  the  Eastern  Illinois  for  divisions  on  the  basis  of  a  mileage 
prorate  of  the  revenue  west  of  the  river,  with  a  minimum  of  25  per 
cent  to  the  short  line,  or  its  alternative  of  a  constructive  mileage 
for  the  bridge,  can  not  be  accepted  as  a  proper  basis. 

Service  via  Thebes  and  Chaffee  is,  however,  advantageous  to  the 
Frisco,  This  gateway  is  favored  by  shippers  because,  in  many 
instances,  it  affords  a  short  route  and  by  routing  traffic  through  it, 
movements  through  the  large  terminals  at  St.  Louis  and  East  St 
Louis  are  avoided.  The  Eastern  Illinois  delivers  competitive  traffic 
to  the  Frisco  at  Chaffee  in  return  for  the  traffic  received  at  Chaffee, 
to  the  mutual  advantage  of  both  carriers.  It  should  also  be  remem- 
bered that  on  traffic  carried  by  the  Frisco  to  St.  Louis  for  move- 
ment to  eastern  points  a  bridge  expense  must  be  assumed  by  the 
Frisco, 

Although  divisions  of  rates  can  not  be  based  wholly  on  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  the  respective  carriers,  it  is  one  of  the  elements 
that  may  properly  be  considered  by  us.  The  evidence  shows  that 
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from  the  dateof  the  receivership  of  the  Eastern  lUinois  to  December 
81,  1919,  interest  accrued  and  not  paid  under  order  of  the  court 
amounted  to  $14,806,752.87.  For  the  year  ended  December  31,  1919, 
the  deficit  from  operation,  based  on  the  standard  return  reported 
by  this  Commission,  was  over  $8,300,000.  During  the  same  year  the 
net  operating  revenue  of  the  Frisco  exceeded  its  standard  return  by 
over  $900,000. 

CONCLTTBIONS. 

We  find  that  the  divisions  allowed  the  Eastern  Illinois  out  of  the 
joint  rates  on  traffic  moving  between  points  on  the  Eastern  Illinois 
via  Thebes,  111.,  and  interstate  destinations  on  the  Frisco,  inter- 
'changed  with  the  latter  carrier  at  Chaffee,  Mo.,  except  where  sudi 
joint  rates  are  divided  on  the  basis  of  a  mileage  prorate  to  and  from 
Thebes  or  Chaffee,  are,  and  for  the  future  will  be  unjust,  unreason- 
able, and  inequitable.  We  further  find  that  the  just,  reasonable,  and 
equitable  divisions  out  of  the  said  joint  rates,  to  which  the  Bastem 
Illinois  is  and  for  the  future  will  be,  entitled  are  as  follows;  (a)  on 
traffic  which  crosses  the  Mississippi  River  at  Thebes  and  Memphis, 
where  the  expense  of  the  Memphis  crossing  is  borne  by  the  Frisco, 
the  amount  ordinarily  allowed  carriers  for  the  haul  north  of  Cairo 
or  Thebes;  (&)  on  coal  from  mines  on  the  East«m  Illinois  in  tbe 
southern  Illinois  district,  92.5  cents  per  ton  to  Thebes,  and  2  cents 
per  100  pounds  or  40  cents  per  ton,  for  services  from  Thebes  to  Chaf- 
fee; and  (c)  on  other  traffic,  in  addition  to  the  revenue  accruing  to 
the  Eastern  Illinois  east  and  north  of  Thebes,  amounts  as  follows; 
on  less-than-carload  traffic  5.6  cents  per  100  pounds ;  on  carload  traf- 
fic, except  lumber,  2.5  cents  per  100  pounds ;  and  on  lumber  2  cents 
per  100  pounds. 

We  further  find  that  the  Eastern  Illinois  is  entitled  to  and  should 
receive  the  entire  line-haul  revenue  on  its  local  traffic  to  and  from 
Chaffee. 

With  respect  to  joint  rates  which  have  been  established  pursuant 
to  findings  or  orders  of  this  Commission,  including  those  established 
pursuant  to  the  authority  granted  in  Increased  Rates,  19S0,  58  I.  C 
C.  220,  we  find  that  the  divisions  thereof  received  by  the  Eastern 
Illinois  shoiild  be  adjusted  upon  the  bases  above  found  just,  reason- 
able, and  equitable,  effective  as  of  September  24, 1920. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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LA  CROSSE  SHIPPERS'  ASSOCIATION 


ANN  AKBOB  RAILROAD  COMPANY  ET  AU 


BubmUted  October  U,  19il.    Decided  Febmarv  6,  ISttS. 


riDdlDg  In  Th«  Wi»oot%ain  Rate  Oatet,  44  I.  G.  O.,  602,  u  to  clus  ratei  from  La 
Croeae,  Wis.,  to  points  In  New  England,  trunk  line,  and  central  terrltoriea 
aAhered  to  on  further  hearing. 

S.  J.  Bolton  and  W.  W.  West  for  complainant. 

O.  W.  Dynes  and  J.  N,  DavU  for  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Railway  Company;  KenTieth  F.  Burgess  for  Chicago,  Bnrlingtoo  A 
Qyincy  Railroad  Company ;  D.  P.  Connell  for  trunk  line  and  central 
territory  carriers ;  and  Robert  S.  Widdicomhe  for  Chicago  &  North 
Western  Railway  Company. 

Repobt  of  the  Cohhission  on  Furtber  Hearinq. 
Meteb,  Commissioner: 

The  issues  in  this  case  were  made  the  subject  of  r  proposed  report. 
No  formal  exceptions  were  filed,  but  defendants  upon  oral  argument 
stated  their  exceptions  and  the  grounds  therefor. 

In  the  original  report  in  this  and  related  cases,  The  Wisconsin  Rate 
Cases,  44  I.  C.  C,  602,  decided  April  25,  1917,  we  prescribed  ioint 
class  rates  for  application  between  New  York  and  La  Crosse,  Wis., 
145  per  cent  of  the  Chicago-New  York  and  New  York-Chicago  rates, 
and  required  that  rates  between  trunk  line  and  New  England  points 
and  La  Crosse  should  bear  the  same  relation  to  the  New  York-La 
Crosse  rates  that  they  had  theretofore  borne  to  the  old  rates.  In- 
creases made  in  the  rates  to  Chicago  following  The  Fifteen  Per  Ceni 
Case,  45  I.  C.  C,  303,  resulted  in  rates  to  La  Crosse  the  same  as  ap- 
plied to  St.  Paul,  Minn.  We  stated  that  defendants  would  be  ex- 
pected to  adjust  the  class  rates  between  La  Crosse  and  points  in  cen- 
tral territory  with  proper  relation  to  the  rates  between  the  points 
above  referred  to.  An  order  was  entered  requiring  the  establishment 
of  the  rates  prescribed,  but  rates  on  eastbound  traDic  have  not  been 
put  into  effect,  the  case,  upon  petition  of  three  of  the  defendants,* 
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having  been  reopened  for  further  hearing  as  to  those  rates,  and  Hm 
effective  date  of  the  order  postponed  pending  final  decision.  Fartiier 
hearing  was  also  asked  as  to  -westbound  rates,  but  that  was  denied. 
Rates  are  stated  per  100  pounds  and  as  of  September  17,  1917,  and 
therefore  do  not  include  the  general  increases  provided  by  general 
order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  and  those  author- 
ized by  us  in  1920. 

In  La  Crosse  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  A.  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  61 1.  C.  C^ 
289,  decided  April  2, 1921,  the  rat«s  from  eastern  points  to  La  Crosse 
were  again  under  consideration,  and  class  rates  lower  than  those  to 
St.  Paul  were  prescribed. 

The  eastbound  rates  that  were  condemned  in  the  original  report, 
with  the  exception  of  those  to  central  territory,  were  based  on  the 
locals  to  and  from  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  or  other  west-bank  Lake 
Michigan  port&  Defendants  insist  that  they  should  have  been  ap- 
proved. Their  opposition  to  the  rates  prescribed  is  based  upon  the 
grounds  (1)  that  the  volume  of  traffic,  as  well  as  the  merchandise 
loading  per  car,  is  heavier  westbound  than  that  eastboimd ;  (2)  that 
the  westbound  rates  to  La  Crosse  were  the  result  of  competition  of 
rail-lake-and-rail  routes  for  the  heavy  merchandise  tonnage  to  St 
Paul  and  Minneafiolis,  whereas  there  was  little  traffic  offered  east- 
bound  and  the  boat  lines  were  not  active  competitors  for  such  traffic 
for  the  reason  that  eastbound  there  were  available  attractive  cargo 
lots  of  grain  and  grain  products;  (3)  that  combination  rates  apply 
to  trunk  line  territory  from  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis,  Eau  Claire,  Chip- 
pewa Falls,  and  points  in  the  terntory  naturally  related  to  La  Crosse, 
including  points  from  which  the  combination  basis  was  approved  in 
our  original  report,  and  that  to  require  rates  from  La  Crosse  to  trunk 
line  territory  lower  than  the  combination  would,  they  fear,  bring 
about  a  demand  from  such  points  for  like  action  and  also  result  in 
the  reduction  of  rat«s  from  directly  intermediate  points,  from  some 
of  which  the  combination  basis  was  also  approved  in  our  original 
report;  and  (4)  that  the  rates  from  Xa  Crosse  would  be  relatively 
lower  than  those  from  St  Paul  and  produce  lower  ton-mile  earnings 
although  for  a  shorter  distance. 

In  March  and  April,  1917,  the  Chicago  &  North  Western  loaded 
111  merchandise  cars  at  Chicago  with  traffic  for  La  Crosse,  the  aver- 
age loading  per  car  being  18,007  pounds,  Eastbound  from  La  Crosse 
there  was  not  enough  merchandise  to  warrant  straight  cars  to 
Chicago,  and  accordingly  goods  for  Milwaukee  and  Chicago  were 
loaded  together.  For  Uie  two  months  above  named  there  were  only 
69  such  cars  from  La  Crosse,  and  the  average  weight  was  but  16,815 
pounds.  These  figures  include  traffic  destined  to  and  originating  at 
Chicago  as  well  as  points  east  thereof.    During  the  fiscal  year  ended 
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June  80,  1917,  the  Chicago  &  North  Western  handled  from  eastern 
territory  to  La  Crosse  882,000  pounds  of  less-tban-carload  traffic, 
while  for  the  same  period  eastbound  the  tonnage  was  590,588  pounds, 
or  29  per  cent  less.  During  the  previous  fiscal  year  the  Chicago, 
Burlington  &  Quincy  handled  2,129,781  pounds  of  such  through 
traffic  westbound  and  1,216,233  pounds  eastbound.  The  Chicago, 
Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  during  the  first  six  months  of  1916  handled 
4,820,000  pounds  westboand  and  122,049  pounds  eastbound.  Empty- 
car  movement  predominates  westbound.  Empties  are  in  greater  de- 
mand for  eastbound  than  for  westboand  loading,  and  the  use  of 
them  for  eastbound  merchandise  leaves  fewer  for  the  carload  traffic, 
which  is  said  to  be  more  profitable. 

Competition  of  the  rail-lake-and-rail  lines  to  St.  Paul,  as  described 
in  Bumham,  ffanna,  Munger  Co.  v.  C,  R.  I.  <Ss  P.  Ry.  Co.,  14  I.  C.  C, 
299,  which  resulted  in  first-class  all-rail  rates  from  the  east  to  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  40  cents  higher  than  to  Chicago,  111.,  affected  only 
the  westbound  class  rates,  as  there  was  comparatively  little  traffic 
moving  eastbound,  except  grain  and  flour,  which  were  subject  to 
special  treatment.  The  eastbound  class  rates  from  St.  Paul  to  eastern 
cities  have  always  been  on  the  basis  of  the  combination  of  locals  to 
and  from  Chicago.  The  local  first-class  rate  between  St.  Paul  and 
Chicago  was  60  cents,  or  20  cents  higher  than  the  40-cent  pro- 
portional rate  or  differential  that  was  added  to  the  New  York- 
Chicago  rate  to  make  the  through  rate  from  New  York  to  St.  Paul. 
Traffic  to  and  from  La  Crosse  was  light,  and  not  subject  to  the 
water-competitive  influences,  but  that  point  was  nevertheless  given 
the  same  westbound  rates  as  St.  Paul  because  it  was  intermediate 
via  certain  routes.  To  eastern  cities,  the  rates  from  La  Crosse,  like 
those  from  St.  Paul,  are  based  on  the  combination  of  locals  which, 
on  first  class,  was  10  cents  lower  than  from  St.  Paul,  and  10  cents 
higher  than  westbound  rates. 

In  readjusting  the  class  rates  from  La  Crosse  to  central  territory 
with  relation  to  the  rates  prescribed  to  New  England  and  trunk  line 
territories,  a  strict  compliance  with  the  findings  in  the  previous  re- 
port would,  it  is  said  by  defendants,  result  in  lower  rates  from  La 
Crosse  to  central  territory  than  in  the  reverse  direction,  although 
if  there  is  to  be  any  difference  it  should  be  in  favor  of  the  west- 
bound rates.  The  first-class  rate  prescribed  between  La  Crosse 
and  New  York,  increased  under  The  Fifteen  Per  Cent  Case,  wag 
$1.30.  This  did  not  require  a  reduction  westbound,  but  as  the  east- 
bound  rate  based  on  the  combination  was  $1.40,  the  reduction  to 
$1.30  would  be  about  7  per  cent.  Defendants  say  that  while  no 
reduction  was  required  fi*om  central  territory  to  La  Crosse,  the 
rates  prescribed  would  require  a  reduction  of  about  7  per  cent  in 
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the  rates  to  central  territory,  and  that  it  is  this  that  would  canae 
lower  rates  than  apply  westbound.  The  report  stated  that  defend- 
ants would  be  expected  to  adjust  rates  between  points  in  central 
territory  and  Wisconsin  points  with  proper  relation  to  rates  found 
reasonable  between  trunk  line  territory  and  Wisconsin  citie&  A. 
proper  relation  would  not  require  lower  rates  eastbound  than  west- 
bound.  In  any  event,  it  was  not  intended  in  the  original  report 
that  there  should  be  any  difference  between  the  eastbound  and  the 
westbound  rates. 

Defendants  contend  that  the  rates  prescribed  are  too  low  com- 
pared with  rates  from  points  shown  in  the  following  table  takes 
from  the  record.    N^ew  York  is  taken  as  a  representative  destination: 
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The  rates  shown  above  from  Eau  Claire,  Wausau,  Grand  Rapids 
(now  Wisconsin  Eapids),  and  Marshfield,  Wis.,  all  made  on  the 
combination  basis,  were  approved  in  the  previous  report.  The  ap- 
plication of  the  long- and -short-haul  provision  of  the  act  in  connec- 
tion with  the  rates  prescribed  for  application  from  La  Crosse  would 
reduce  rates  approved  in  our  original  report  from  many  Wisconsin 
points  east  of  La  Crosse. 

The  145  per  cent  basis  from  La  Crosse  would  result  in  rates  that 
would  reflect  much  lower  differentials  or  differences  over  Milwaukee 
or  other  west-bank  Lake  Michigan  ports  than  are  represented  by  the 
rates  from  Eau  Claire,  Wausau,  Grand  Rapids,  and  Marshfield. 
For  instance,  the  first-class  rate  from  La  Crosse  to  New  York  would 
be  40.5  cents  higher  than  from  the  nearest  west-bank  port  taking 
100  per  cent  of  the  Chicago-New  York  rate,  while  the  rate  from 
Wausau  was  43.5  cents  higher  than  from  the  nearest  port.  The  dis- 
tance from  La  Crosse  to  the  west-bank  port  is  196  miles,  while  that 
from  Wausau  is  130  miles.  The  difference  of  40.5  cents.  La  Crosse 
over  Milwaukee,  and  incidentally  over  Chicago  also,  is  compared 
with  the  rates  for  the  same  distance  in  central  territory,  which  apply 
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not  only  locally  but  also  as  proportions  of  through  rates  to  and  from 
points  south  of  the  Ohio  River  and  west  of  the  Misussippi  Biver. 
It  is  shofra,  for  instance,  that  the  central  territory  rate  for  the  same 
distance  as  from  La  Crosse  to  Chicago,  263  miles,  would  be  60  cents, 
or  about  the  same  as  the  local  rate  sought  to  be  applied  from  La 
CroBse  to  Chicago.  In  this  connection  the  fact  that  the  traffic  den- 
sity is  greater  in  central  territory  is  referred  to. 

The  evidence  offered  by  complainant  on  further  hearing  shows 
that  there  is  an  important  movement  of  manufactured  products  east- 
bound  from  La  Crosse.  Complainant  points  oat  that  the  rates  from 
Beloit,  Janesville,  and  Watertown  to  points  in  the  east  are  the  same 
as  the  westbound  rates  and  on  the  basis  prescribed  in  the  original 
report,  namely,  118  per  cent  of  Chicago-New  York  rates,  and  that 
defendants  did  not  ask  that  the  case  be  reopened  as  to  them.  Hates 
between  La  Crosse  and  Chicago  and  points  in  central  territory  were 
also  the  same  in  both  directions.  Complainant  refers  to  several 
cases  in  which  we  have  prescribed  rates  in  western  territory  which 
are  the  same  in  both  directions.  Among  these  are  Colorado  Mfra. 
A»ao.  V.  A.,  T.  db  S.  F.  By.  Co.,  28  I.  C.  C,  82,  wherein  it  was  held 
that  the  class  rates  between  Colorado  common  points  and  Chicago, 
Mississippi  River,  and  Missouri  River  should  be  the  same  in  both 
directions,  and  Iowa  State  Board  of  B.  B.  Commissionera  v.  A.  E. 
B.  R.  Co.,  28  I.  C.  C,  193,  wherein  the  same  scale  of  rates  was 
named  as  reasonable  for  application  from  Iowa  into  Kansas  and 
Nebraska  as  in  the  reverse  direction.  It  is  also  observed  that  the 
lines  between  the  Mississippi  River  and  the  east  maintain  the  same 
class  rates  in  both  directions,  although  the  movement  on  those  rates 
is  much  heavier  westbound  than  eastbound. 

Respondents  explain  that  rates  between  La  Crosse  and  central 
territory  are  the  same  because,  although  low,  the  weetbomid  rates 
are  more  nearly  on  a  normal  basis  than  are  tho  westbound  rates 
from  trunk  line  territory  to  La  Crosse;  and  that  rates  between  Mis- 
sieeippi  River  points  and  the  east  are  the  same  eastbound  and  west- 
bound, but  are  subject  to  the  influence  of  eastern  rather  than  western 
lines,  being  based  on  rates  to  and  from  St.  Louis,  and  rates  from 
La  Crosse  are  not  subject  to  the  same  influence. 

The  westbound  rates  were  prescribed  in  our  original  report  as  rea- 
sonable, and  those  rates  subjected  to  the  various  general  increases 
have  since  been  reduced  in  La  Crosse  Chamber  of  Commerce  v. 
A.  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  svpra.  In  the  latter  case  westbound  rates  only  were 
in  issue,  and  although  it  would  appear  that  the  eastbound  rates  might 
properly  be  the  same,  we  can  not  on  this  record  require  a  reduction 
in  eastbound  rates  corresponding  to  that  in  the  westbound  rates. 
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Wc  are  of  opinion  and  find  that  the  findings  in  our  original  report 
ehould  be  reaffirmed,  and  that  the  dass  rates  from  La  Crosse  to  New 
York  are,  and  for  the  future  will  be,  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
they  exceed  the  class  rates  in  effect  from  New  York  to  La  Crosse  aa 
April  2, 1921,  and  that  the  class  rates  fnnn  La  Crosse  to  other  points 
in  trunk  line  territory  and  points  in  New  England  territory  are, 
and  for  the  future  will  be,  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they 
do  not  bear  the  same  relation  to  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable 
for  application  from  La  Crosse  to  New  York  as  they  have  heretofore 
borne  to  the  rates  from  La  Crosse  to  New  York. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 

Campbell,  Commissumer,  dissenting  in  part: 

That  part  of  the  finding  herein  that  our  previous  report  be  affirmed 
is  proper;  but  the  remainder  of  the  finding  will  result  in  rates  from 
and  to  La  Crosse  higher  eastbound  than  westbound.  This  is  incon- 
sistent with  our  previous  finding,  which  fixes  both  eastbound  and 
westbound  rates  the  same.  I  believe  that  the  conclusion  in  the  former 
report  was  right  and  that  the  present  record  affords  a  proper  basia 
for  requiring  compliance  in  full  with  that  decision. 

CouxusiONEs  EscH  did  not  participate  in  the  disposition  of  this 
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No.   10714. 

UNITED  VERDE  EXTENSION  MINING  COMPANY 


UNITED  VERDE  &  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  COMPANY, 
DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ET  AL 


Submitlea  JtOv  18,  19S1.    Decided  February  7,  ISSZ. 


PliidInK  Id  original  report,  57  I.  a  C,  300,  reversed.  Bates  on  coal  from  Daw- 
son, N.  Mex.,  to  Clorkdale  and  Jerome,  Artz.,  found  to  have  been  and  to 
b«  unreasonable.    Reasonable  rates  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded. 

E.  H.  B.  Avery  for  complainant. 

F.  A.  Jone»  for  Arizona  Corporation  Commiasion,  intervener. 

W.  M.  PeUcolas,  D.  TF.  SarrtTiffton,  W.  C.  Barnes,  G.  H.  Baker, 
and  E.  W.  Camp  for  Director  General,  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company,  and  El  Paso  &  Southwestern  Company. 
Report  of  the  CoMHiaeiON  on  Fdbthbb  Heabinq. 
Bt  the  Commission  : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  on  further  hearing  proposed 
by  the  examiner,  but  we  have  arrived  at  different  conclusions. 

In  our  original  report,  67  I.  C.  C,  300,  we  found  that  the  rates 
charged  on  coal,  in  carloads,  shipped  in  October,  1917,  and  October, 
November,  and  December,  1918,  from  Dawson,  N.  Mex.,  to  Clark- 
dale,  Ariz.,  and  to  Jerome,  Ariz.,  were  not  shown  to  have  been  or  to 
be  unreasonable.  Upon  petition  of  complainant  further  hearing 
has  been  had  and  the  matter  is  before  us  upon  an  amplified  record. 
Rat«s  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  net  ton. 

Dawson  is  a  local  point  on  the  El  Paso  &  Southwestern,  herein- 
after called  the  Southwestern,  in  the  northeastern  part  of  New  Mex- 
ico. The  shipments  to  Clarkdale  moved  over  the  rails  of  the  South- 
western to  French,  N.  Mex.,  a  distance  of  19  miles,  and  thence  over 
the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe,  hereinafter  called  the  Santa  Fe, 
to  destination,  a  total  distance  of  690  miles.  Clarkdale  is  on  a  branch 
line  of  the  Santa  Fe  38  miles  southeast  of  Drake,  Ariz,  (formerly 
Cedar  Glade),  the  junction  with  the  main  line.  The  one  shipment 
to  Jerome  moved  in  October,  1918,  over  the  same  route  to  Jerome 
Junction  and  thence  over  the  United  Verde  &  Pacific  about  26  miles 
to  Jerome.    Jerome  Junction  is  670  miles  from  Dawson.    The  United 
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Verde  &  Pacific  is  no  longer  operating  and  Jerome  is  now  served 
only  by  tbe  Verde  Tunnel  &  Smelter,  which  connects  with  the  Saota 
Fe  at  CUrkdale.  The  rate  to  Jerome  is  the  combination  on  Clark- 
dale. 

The  rate  charged  to  Clarkdale  prior  to  June  26,  1918,  was  $7.65 
and  subsequent  thereto  $8.20.  On  tbe  shipment  to  Jerome  freight 
charges  were  collected  at  a '  combination  rate  of  $9.70,  composed  of 
$8.20  to  Jerome  Junction,  which  had  the  same  rates  as  apply  to  Clai^- 
dale,  and  $1.50  beyond.  No  complaint  was  made  with  respect  to  the 
latter  factor.  At  one  time  during  federal  control,  following  nego- 
tiaticffis  with  the  complainant,  the  carriers  ofiFered  to  recommend  that 
the  $8.20  rate  be  reduced  to  $7.20  but  this  was  not  satisfactory  to 
complainant  and  no  reduction  was  made. 

The  rates  charged  are  compared  with  the  rates  from  Dawson, 
Trinidad,  Colo.,  and  Baton,  N.  Mex.,  to  mines  and  smelters  in  south- 
em  Arizona  and  New  Mexico.  Similar  comparisons  are  discussed 
in  the  former  report  and  need  not  be  further  referred  to  here. 

Complainant  renews  its  attack  upon  the  relationship  between  the 
coal  rates  to  Clarkdale  and  those  on  coke,  urging  that  whereas  rates 
on  coke  are  generally  higher  than  on  coal,  the  rate  of  $7.65  on  coal 
from  Dawson  to  Clarkdale  in  effect  on  June  24, 1918,  was  $1.10  higher 
than  the  rate  on  coke  between  the  same  points.  The  rates  on  coal 
and  coke  from  Dawson  to  Clarkdale  were  discussed  in  our  original 
rei>ort  and  it  was  shown  that  the  usual  basis  for  a  relationship  in 
the  rates  on  the  two  commodities  was  not  present  at  Clarkdale.  That 
phase  need  not  be  considered  further. 

In  connection  with  our  statements  based  upon  the  original  record* 
that  competition  with  oil  from  California  and  Texas  is  encountered 
in  southern  Arizona,  a  member  of  the  Arizona  Corporation  Commis- 
sion testified  at  the  furtlier  hearing  that  competitive  conditions  as 
between  coal  and  oil  are  about  the  same  in  northern  Arizona  as  in 
the  southern  part  of  tbe  state.  As  proof,  also,  that  the  rates  cited 
by  complainant  on  coal  to  California  points  were  not  depressed  by 
reason  of  water  competition,  the  same  witness  stated  that  those  rates 
were  applied  likewise  to  interior  points  in  the  Imperial  and  Sacra- 
mento valleys  quite  remote  from  the  zone  of  water  influence.  De- 
fendants' statement  that  rates  to  that  territory  were  depressed  on 
account  of  competition  with  coal  from  Utah  and  Wyoming  was  not 
controverted. 

Complainant  buys  slack  coal  at  Gallup,  N.  Mex.,  while  such  coal 
as  it  secures  from  Dawson  is  mine  run.  The  latter,  which  must  be 
pulverized  before  use,  costa  $2.50  less  at  Dawson  than  at  Gallup,  but 
no  comparison  in  prices  was  made  between  the  mine  run  at  Dawaon 
and  the  slack  ^  Gallup.    Complainant's  competitors  at  Haydeo, 
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Ariz.,  on  the  Arizona  Eastern  95  miles  east  of  Phoenix,  purchase  coal 
at  Dawson.  The  present  rate  from  Dawson  to  Hayden  is  $10.88  and 
to  Clarkdale  $10.25.  On  slack  coal  the  rate  from  Gallup  to  Harden, 
631  miles,  is  $4.63,  and  to  Clarkdale  $3.30. 

Complainant  ordinarily  secures  its  coal  from  Gallup,  which  is  on 
the  main  line  of  the  Santa  Fe  and  more  than  300  miles  nearer  than 
Dawson  to  Clarkdale.  The  shipments  here  considered  are  the  only 
shipments  ever  received  by  complainant  from  Dawson,  and  were 
made  because  of  temporary  shortages  at  Qallup  due  to  labor 
conditions. 

Complainant  now  shows  that  certain  mining  interests  in  Arizona, 
in  an  effort  to  protect  their  coal  supply,  have  been  negotiating  for  the 
purchase  of  the  mine  at  Gallup  from  which  complainant  has  been 
receiving  its  coal.  Complainant  fears  that  it  may  soon  be  unable  to 
purchase  its  coal  in  that  market  and  therefore  seeks  the  establishment 
of  lower  rates  from  Dawson  to  Clarkdale  and  Jerome.  While  volume 
of  movement  is,  of  course,  an  important  element  to  be  considered  in 
arriving  at  a  reasonable  rate,  an  excessive  rate  can  not  be  justified 
merely  on  account  of  the  fact  that  movements  thereunder  are  infre- 
quent. The  maintenance  of  a  rate  that  is  too  high  may  be  one  of  the 
causes  of  which  a  light  movement  is  the  effect. 

The  ton-mile  earnings  under  the  rates  from  Dawson  to  Clarkdale  in 
effect  on  various  dates  were  as  follows:  June  24,  1918,  11.1  mills; 
June  25, 1918, 11.9  mills;  August  26, 1920,  and  at  present  14.8  mills. 

In  Arizona  Corporation  Commission  v.  A^  T.  tfi  S.  F.  Ry,  Co.^  28 
I.  C.  C,  428,  decided  October  7, 1913,  we  had  occasion  to  consider  the 
general  adjustment  of  coal  rates  from  Gallup,  N.  Mex.,  to  Arizona 
points.  The  following  table  shows  the  rates  prescribed  by  us  and 
th(^e  at  present  in  effect  on  lump  coal  to  a  number  of  points  for 
hauls  of  500  miles  and  more,  all  over  two  or  more  lines: 
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While  it  is  true  that  difficult  operating  conditions  are  encouateied 
in  the  transportation  from  Dawson  to  Clarkdale  and  that  the  move- 
ment between  those  points  is  infrequent,  we  find  no  justification  upon 
this  record  for  the  excessive  difference  between  the  basis  of  the  rates 
here  under  consideration  and  the  basis  of  rates  prescribed  from 
Gallup  to  Arizona  points  in  the  case  last  cited. 

We  are  of  opinion  and  find  that  the  rate  assailed  on  the  shipments 
moving  to  Clarkdale  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  was  unreasonable  to  the 
extent  that  it  exceeded  $6.50  per  net  ton;  that  on  the  shipments 
moving  after  June  25,  1918,  the  rate  to  Clarkdale  was  unreasonable 
to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  $7  per  net  ton,  and  the  rate  to  Jerome 
was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  $7  per  net  ton  to 
Jerome  Junction,  plus  the  local  rate  beyond;  and  that  the  present 
rate  to  Clarkdale  is  and  for  the  future  will  be  unreasonable  to  the 
extent  that  it  exceeds  or  ma;  exceed  $8.75  per  net  ton.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  present  rate  to  Jerome  is  the  Clarkdale  combination, 
and  that  the  Verde  Tunnel  &,  Smelter,  the  only  carrier  now  serving 
Jerome,  is  not  a  party  defendant,  we  will  make  no  finding  with 
respect  to  the  present  rate  to  Jerome. 

We  further  find  that  complainant  made  shipments  as  described, 
and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  it  has  been  damaged 
to  the  extent  that  the  charge^  paid  exceeded  those  that  would  have 
accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  it  is  entitled 
to  reparation,  with  interest.  Complainant  should  comply  with  rule 
V  of  the  Kules  of  Practice. 

The  finding  herein  made  as  to  the  future  is  subject  to  any  revision 
that  may  be  found  to  be  necessary  upon  a  more  extended  inquiry 
into  the  general  rate  adjustment  in  this  territory. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 

Hall,  Commianoner,  dissenting: 

Nothing  was  developed  upon  further  hearing  which  warrants  a 
reversal  of  our  previous  decision  in  this  case.  For  the  reasons  there 
stated  the  complaint  should  be  dismissed. 
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BABBBTI  00.  V.   DIBECTOB  QESBSAXi. 


No.  1S266. 
BARRETT  COMPANY 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  PENNSYLVANIA 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BuJtmilted  A«giut  IS,  IBSl.    Deetdea  FeWuanf  10,  I$it. 


Import  rate  on  nitrate  of  soda,  In  cartoads,  from  Port  Rlcltmond,  PhlladelpbtB, 
Pa.,  to  FrankfcTd,  PhlladelplilB,  during  tederal  control,  toond  DDreaBoiuibl& 
Beparatlon  awanlod. 
/.  L,  Roberts  for  complainant. 
IT.  L.  Kinter  for  defendants. 

RXFOBT  OF  THI  CoHHISSIOK. 

DivTsroN  3,  CoHuissiONEBa  Hall,  Eastman,  ai«>  Campbell. 
Bi  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  by 
tbe  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  manufacturing  chemicals,  alleges  that 
the  rates  charged  on  12  carloads  of  imported  nitrate  of  soda  which 
moved  during  1919  and  prior  to  August  26,  1920,  from  Port  Rich- 
mond, Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  Frankford,  Philadelphia,  were  unjust 
and  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  4  cents,  and  that 
the  present  rate  is  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeds  5.5  cents. 
Reparation  is  asked.    Rates  are  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  nitrate  of  soda  was  imported  from  Chile  and  unloaded  at 
Port  Richmond,  a  Philadelphia  station  of  the  Philadelphia  &  Read- 
ing. It  moved  to  complainant's  siding  at  Frankford,  which  is  served 
through  the  Ontario  street  station  of  the  Pennsylvania,  via  Belmont, 
Pa.,  an  established  Interchange  point.  On  February  29,  1920,  upon 
application  of  complainant,  a  commodity  rate  of  9  cents  was  estab- 
lished. Prior  to  that  date  the  rate  applicable  was  the  fifth-class  rate 
of  15  cents.  Through  error  the  class  rate  was  assessed  on  six  of 
complainant's  shipments  made  on  March  2,  1920,  and  there  is  an 
overcharge  of  $268.80,  which  defendants  state  will  be  refunded. 
Effective  August  26,  1920,  the  commodity  rate  was  increased  to  12.5 
cents. 

The  distance  from  Port  Richmond  to  Frankford  over  the  route 
of  movement  is  18.5  miles.    Reference  was  made  to  a  constructive 
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distance  of  27  miles  but  there  is  no  supporting  evidencA  which  would 
justify  its  use  as  a  basis  for  fixing  reasonable  rates.  In  moTemeut* 
via  Belmont  the  Schuylkill  Biver  is  crossed  twice,  once  by  each  of 
the  carriers,  and  the  entire  movement  is  within  the  Philadelphia  ter- 
minal district,  where  traffic  is  dense  and  cost  of  operation  high.  The 
carriers  bear  the  expense  of  loading  the  nitrate  of  soda  into  cara, 
estimated  at  from  31  to  33  cents  per  net  ton  prior  to  January  1,  1920, 
and  at  87.5  cents  thereafter.  The  average  weight  of  the  12  ship- 
ments was  68,067  pounds. 

There  is  a  possible  rout«  only  4  miles  in  length  from  Port  Bich- 
mond  to  Frankford  via  Richmond  Junction,  Fa.,  but  the  evidenca 
does  not  justify  a  finding  that  it  is  a  practicable  route  or,  as  con- 
tended by  complainant,  that  rates  should  be  based  thereon.  It  is 
used  only  for  coal  for  consignees  in  the  Kensington  and  Frankford 
districts  who  have  siding  connections  with  the  Pennsylvania. 

Complainant  submitted  comparisons  of  the  rates  challenged  with 
other  rates  on  nitrate  of  soda,  but  did  not  support  them  with  evi- 
dence as  to  similarity  of  transportation  conditions.  Most  of  the 
rates  cited  were  for  one-line  hauls.  It  contends  that  the  9-cent 
commodity  rate  effective  February  29,  1920,  was  unreasonable,  if 
for  no  other  reason,  by  comparison  with  the  9-cent  rate  from  Port 
Richmond  to  Gibbstown,  N.  J.,  found  reasonable  in  Du  Pont  de 
NemouTS  c6  Co.  v.  P.  d:  R.  Ry.  Co.,  61  I.  C.  C,  671.  Gibbstown  is 
a  point  on  the  Pennsylvania  39.5  miles  from  Port  Richmond,  the 
route  of  movement  being  via  Belmont.  The  constructive  distance 
is  61  miles.  The  circumstances  and  conditions  of  movement  to 
Gibbstown  and  to  Frankford  are  not  shown  to  be  substantially  sim* 
ilar  and  tlie  rate  to  the  former  point  does  not  furnish  a  measure 
for  a  reasonable  rate  to  the  latter. 

Defendants  urge  that  complainant's  first  request  for  a  commodity 
rate  was  made  on  September  30, 1919,  and  was  complied  with  within 
a  reasonable  time  thereafter. 

We  find  that  the  rate  in  effect  prior  to  February  29, 1920,  was  un- 
just and  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  9  cents  per  lOO 
pounds;  that  the  shipments  were  made  as  described  and  that  com- 
plainant paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  it  was  damaged 
thereby  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid 
and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rate  herein  found  reason- 
able; and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest  We  furtlier 
find  that  the  rate  of  9  cents  per  100  pounds  in  effect  between  Febru- 
ary 29  and  August  25,  1920,  was  not  and  that  the  present  rate  of 
12.5  cents  per  100  pounds  in  effect  from  and  after  August  26,  1920, 
is  not  unjust  or  unreasonable. 

Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 


AOID  rSOM  HILI^BOBO  TO  OHIO  BITEB  POUriS. 


iNTEsnoA-noK  Ain>  Subfchsioh  Docket  No.  1259. 
ACID  FROM  HILLSBORO,  ILL.,  TO  OHIO  RIVEE  POINTS. 


Submitted  July  9. 13tl.    D&HAed  Pehrmary  13,  lilt. 


PiodingB  Id  orlglnBl  Teport,  00  I.  G.  C,  583,  that  Increases  in  ratea  on  add  n.  o.  L 
b.  n..  Id  tank-car  loads,  from  Hlllsboro,  ID.,  to  certain  Ohio  River  croBsinga 
were  Jnstlfled,  modifled  on  fnrtber  bearing. 
R.  W.  Bopiequet  for  protestant. 
L.  P.  Day  for  respondents. 

Refort  of  th£  Coumibsion  on  Fubther  Heasino. 

Bt  the  COHHISSION : 

In  our  original  report  herein,  60  I.  C.  C.,  683,  we  found  justified 
the  proposed  cancellation  of  a  conunodity  rate  of  20.5  cents  on  acid 
n.  o.  i.  b.  n.,  including  sulphuric  acid,  in  tank-car  loads,  from  Hills- 
boro,  111.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Eransville  and  Jeffersonville,  Ind. 
Upon  petition  of  the  original  protestant,  the  American  Zinc,  Lead  & 
Smelting  Compan;,  manufacturers  of  sulphuric  acid  at  Hillsboro, 
the  case  was  reopened  for  further  hearing.  Except  as  noted,  rates  are 
stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

In  its  original  protest,  protestant  pointed  out  tiiat  its  principal 
competition  in  the  sale  of  sulphuric  acid  at  these  points  was  from 
Copperhill,  Tenn.,  and  placed  con^derable  reliance  on  the  compari- 
sons of  the  increased  rates  with  commodity  rates  of  the  Louisville  A 
Nashville  from  that  producing  point,  as  follows : 
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In  discussing  these  comparisons,  we  said,  at  page  585 : 
As  the  basis  proposed  to  be  made  effective  (I.  e.,  90  per  cent  of  flftta  class) 
applies  Eenerally  tn  this  territory  it  may  not  be  condemned  as  unreasonable 
merely  because  of  the  lower  basis  maintained  from  Copperhill.  Nor  can  undue 
prejudice  be  predicated  upon  the  relative  adjustmoit  as  re^cmdent  does  not 
participate  in  ttie  rates  from  OopperhUl. 
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Our  report  and  order  were  made  on  March  1, 1921.  Upon  further 
hearing,  protestant  shows  that  on  Ma;  5, 1921,  rates  of  $3.88  per  net 
ton,  equivalent  to  19.4  cents  per  100  pounds,  the  same  as  that  appli- 
cable from  Copperhill  to  Cincinnati,  were  established  by  the  South- 
ern from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  East  St  Tjouis,  111.,  to  Ix>uiS7ille,  Ky^ 
and  New  Albany,  Ind.,  about  273  miles.  The  IxivisTille  &  Nash- 
ville established  similar  commodity  rates  to  Iiouisville,  Jefferaon- 
ville,  and  Kew  Albany.  On  July  29,  1921,  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio 
established  commodity  rates  on  sulphuric  acid  from  West  Virginia 
producing  points  to  points  in  Ohio  and  western  Pennsylvania  lower 
than  90  per  cent  of  fifth  class.  The  Pennsylvania  now  carries  rates 
between  points  in  central  and  trunk  line  territories  also  lower  than 
that  basis.  It  was  testified  that  the  rates  from  Copperhill  to  Cin- 
cinnati have  the  effect  of  eliminating  protestant  from  that  market. 
All  these  facte  are  relied  on  as  lending  support  to  the  contention 
that  90  per  cent  of  fifth  class  is  not  the  general  basis  for  acid  rates  in 
this  territory,  and  that  consequently  rates  from  Hillsboro  to  the  Ohio 
River  crossings  named  are  out  of  line  and  unreasonably  high. 

The  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  Sc,  St.  Louis,  hereinafter  called 
the  Big  Four,  which  has  its  own  rails  from  Hillsboro  to  the  Ohio 
Kiver  cities  under  consideration,  assumed  the  defense  of  the  present 
rates.  The  rate  over  the  Southern  to  Louisville  was  authorized  by 
the  chief  traffic  officials  of  the  central  freight  association  lines,  the 
change  having  been  under  omsideration  by  the  Soutliem  at  the  time 
of  our  original  decision  herein.  Subsequently  the  Big  Four  made 
application  to  these  same  officials  for  permission  to  establish  the  rate 
of  $3.88  per  net  ton  from  St.  Louis,  East  St.  Louis,  and  Hillsboro  to 
New  Albany,  Jeffersonville,  and  Louisville  and,  in  conformity  with  its 
policy  of  equalising  rates  from  St.  Louis  and  East  St.  Louis  to  Louis- 
ville and  Cincinnati,  sought  permission  to  establish  the  same  rate 
to  Cincinnati.  These  requeste  were  denied,  it  apparently  being  the 
intention  at  that  time  to  endeavor  to  increase  the  rates  from  Copper- 
hill and  then  to  adjust  the  rates  from  St,  Louis  over  the  Southern 
and  Louisville  &  Nashville.  It  appears  that  the  Big  Four  by  mis- 
take filed  a  tariff  to  become  effective  June  5, 1921,  which  published 
rates  of  $3.88  per  net  ton  from  Hillsboro  to  Louisville  and  New 
Albany,  but  by  our  special  permission  it  was  canceled  on  short  notice 
before  its  effective  date. 

One.  of  the  reasons  which  brought  about  the  increases  in  the  rates 
from  Hillsboro  in  the  first  instance  was  the  fact  that  the  Louisville  A 
Nashville,  whose  rates  on  acid  from  St  Louis  and  East  St  Louis  to 
the  Ohio  Hiver  were  then  on  the  basis  of  90  per  cent  of  fifth  class, 
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insisted  that  unless  the  Big  Four  established  rates  on  a  similar  bads 
it  would  establish  commodity  rates  from  St.  lAtuis  and  East  St.  Louis, 
as  It  has  since  done. 

The  additional  evidence  presents  a  situation  quite  different  from 
that  reflected  b;  the  original  record.  Bates  from  Hillsboro  are  no 
longer  on  the  basis  generally  in  effect  in  this  part  of  central  territory, 
and  a  modification  of  our  previous  conclusions  must  follow. 

On  the  facts  now  presented  it  is  our  opinion  that  respondent's 
present  rates  on  acid,  in  tank-car  loads,  from  Hillsboro  to  Cincinnati, 
Eransvllle,  and  Jeffersonville  are  no  longer  justified.  Respondent 
will  be  expected  to  establish  rates  not  higher  than  those  canceled  by 
the  schedules  suspended  in  this  proceeding.  When  this  has  been 
done  an  order  will  be  entered  discontinuing  this  proceeding. 
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No.  8845.' 

NATCHEZ  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 
LOUISIANA  &  ARKANSAS  RAILWAY  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


Submitted  Febvrarv  B,  192B.    DetHded  Feintary  IS,  IBtt. 


Orders  of  Attguiit  12,  1920,  and  AugUBt  11,  1921,  preBcrlblng  reasonable  raUa 
OD  commodities  between  Natcbez  and  Vtcksbnrg,  Miss.,  and  polnta  in  west* 
era  Louisiana  and  requiring  tbe  removal  of  undue  prejudice  and  oadiw 
preference,  vacated. 

B.  F.  Martin  for  complainant. 

IT.  M.  Barrow  for  Louisiana  Public  Service  Commission. 

Charles  D,  Drayton  toi  defendants. 

SUFPLSHENTAL  RbPORT  OF  THE   CoHHISBION. 

Mbteb,  Commisaioner  : 

On  August  12,  1920,  in  Natchez  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  L.  A  A. 
By.  Co.,  58  I.  C.  C,  610,  we  prescribed  reasonable  rates  on  certain 
commodities,  in  carloads,  and  found  reasonable  class  rates  for  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  less  than  carloads,  between  Natchez, 
Miss.,  and  points  in, Louisiana  west  of  the  Mississippi  River,  in- 
cluding east-bank  Mississippi  River  crossings  in  Louisiana.  We  re- 
quired the  defendants  to  maintain  rates  between  Natchez  and  points 
in  western  Louisiana  which  should  not  exceed  by  more  than  reason- 
able charges  for  Mississippi  River  transfer  the  corresponding  rates 
contemporaneously  maintained  for  like  distances  between  points  in 
western  Louisiana;  with  the  proviso  that  where  a  river  transfer 
was  necessary  between  points  in  western  Louisiana  the  rates  between 
Natchez  and  points  in  western  Louisiana  should  not  exceed  rates  for 
like  distances  between  such  points  in  western  Louisiana.  On  August 
11,  1921,  on  further  hearing,  rates  theretofore  prescribed  on  some 
commodities,  in  carloads,  were  modified.  We  also  required  the 
maintenance  of  rates  between  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  and  points  in  western 
Louisiana  which  should  not  exceed  the  lutes  contemporaneously 
maintained  on  the  same  commodities  for  like  distances  between 
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Natchez  and  points  in  western  Louisiana.  63  I.  C.  C,  288.  These 
orders  were  complied  with  hy  defendants,  and  the  rates  now  in 
effect  are  the  same  between  points  in  western  Louisiana  as  those  in 
effect  for  like  distances  between  the  same  points  and  Natchez  and 
Vicksburg. 

Effective  July  1,  1921,  by  constitutional  enactment  the  Railroad 
Commission  of  Louisiana  was  superseded  hy  the  Louisiana  Puhlic 
Service  Commission,  hereafter  termed  the  Louisiana  commission, 
and  the  latter  commission,  under  date  of  July  21,  1921,  approved, 
without  prejudice  to  any  future  proceedings  and  without  determin- 
ing at  that  time  the  reasonableness  or  unreasonableness  thereof,  "  the 
rates,  fares,  tolls  or  charges,  and  rules  and  regulations  concerning  or 
growing  out  of  the  service  to  be  rendered  by  common  carrier  rail- 
roads "  under  the  control  of  the  Louisiana  commission.  The  modified 
rates  prescribed  by  our  order  of  August  11,  1921,  have  also  been 
approved  by  the  Louisiana  commission  for  application  on  intrastate 
traffic  by  order  dated  October  26, 1921. 

Effective  October  1,  1920,  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Louisiana 
permitted  the  carriers  to  make  increases  in  intrastate  freight  rates 
within  Louisiana  corresponding  to  the  increases  authorized  hy  us  on 
July  29,  1920,  for  interstate  application  with  the  exception  of  rates 
on  sugar  cane,  milk  and  cream,  rice,  and  sand  and  gravel  "  to  he  used 
in  the  construction  of  good  roads,  streets,  or  public  works."  These 
commodities  are  not  included  among  those  covered  by  our  orders  in 
this  proceeding,  hut  were  considered  by  us  in  Louisiana  Rates,  Fares, 
and  Charges,  60  I.  C.  C,  467. 

The  Louisiana  commission  hy  petition  filed  December  27,  1921, 
setting  forth  the  above  facts,  asks  us  to  set  aside  our  orders  of  Au- 
gust 12, 1920,  and  August  11,  1921,  in  so  far  as  they  affect  intrastate 
rates  between  points  in  western  Louisiana.  It  urges  that  our  author- 
ity over  intrastate  rates  arises  solely  out  of  a  finding  of  unjust  dis- 
crimination or  undue  prejudice  against  interstate  commerce,  ship- 
pers, or  localities;  that  by  action  of  the  state  authorities  intrastate 
rates  within  western  Louisiana  are  on  the  same  level  as  the  interstate 
rates  prescribed  by  us  between  Natchez  and  Vicksburg  and  such 
points;  that  therefore  no  unjust  discrimination  or  undue  prejudice 
exists  and  we  are  without  jurisdiction  to  continue  in  effect  our  orders 
herein.  This  petition  is  supported  by  the  Alexandria  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  Monroe  Traffic  Bureau,  and  Sbreveport  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

The  defendants  reply  that  on  the  assumption  that  the  orders  in 
this  case  have  been  complied  with  and  that  there  is  no  longer  any 
undue  prejudice  against  interstate  traffic  they  have  no  objection  to 
the  petition. 
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The  complainant,  Natchez  Chamber  of  Commerce,  asserts  that 
these  orders  requiring  the  removal  of  undue  prejudice  were  issued 
only  after  investigation  extending  over  a  period  of  several  years, 
necessitating  costly  and  protracted  litigation;  that  the  orders  of  the 
Louisiana  commission  approving  the  maintenance  of  intrastate 
rates  on  the  same  level  as  the  interstate  rates  were  issued  only  after 
we  had  required  the  removal  of  undue  prejudice;  that  continuance 
of  our  orders  assures  a  continuance  of  a  nonprejudicial  adjustment 
and  effectively  prevents  any  unjust  discrimination  against  interstate 
commerce;  and  that  vacation  of  our  orders  might  be  followed  by 
a  return  to  the  unduly  prejudicial  conditions  which  previously 
existed.  It  urges  that  if  the  present  adjustment  is  reasonable  and 
nonprejudicial  and  will  not  be  changed  by  the  Louisiana  commi^on, 
nothing  is  gained  by  a  vacation  of  the  orders. 

There  are  often  minor  readjustments  in  rates  between  pwints 
within  a  state  which  can  be  made  without  injuriously  affecting  inter- 
state commerce  and  under  the  present  situation  such  readjustment 
can  only  be  made  after  proceedings  are  had  before  us  and  our 
orders  are  modified.  There  are  now  pending  upon  further  hearing 
petitions  for  modification  of  our  orders  with  respect  to  certain 
rates  on  petroleum,  crude,  fuel,  and  redduum,  and  acid  phosphate. 
Our  orders  in  this  proceeding  with  respect  to  class  rates  were  vacated 
on  June  5, 1921,  62  I.  C.  C,  464. 

We  can  not  agree  with  the  contention  of  the  Louisiana  commis- 
sion that,  after  undue  prejudice  against  interstate  commerce  has 
been  removed  by  compliance  with  our  order,  the  action  of  state 
authorities  in  approving  the  rates  prescribed  deprives  us  of  juris- 
diction to  require  a  continuance  of  the  nonprejudicial  adjustment 
We  are  convinced,  however,  that  the  unlawful  situation  which  re- 
sulted in  the  issuance  of  our  orders  will  not  be  restored  and  that 
there  is  no  real  necessity  for  the  further  continuance  of  our  orders. 
If  such  a  situation  should  again  be  brought  about  by  the  action  of 
the  carriers  or  the  state  authorities,  we  might  then  be  justified  in 
taking  another  course. 

We  are  of  opinion  and  find  that  the  undue  prejudice  which  caused 
the  entry  of  our  orders  of  August  12,  1920,  and  August  11,  1921, 
does  not  now  exist  and  those  orders  will  be  vacated.  This  action 
will  make  unnecessary  further  consideration  of  rates  on  petroleum 
and  acid  phosphate  above  referred  to. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.   12029. 

MACQOWAN  COFFEE  COMPANY 

V. 

ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  DIRECTOR 
GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ET  AL. 


BMbmitted  July  tl,  mi.    Decided  February  10,  IHX. 


Bfltefl  on  green  coffee,  to  carloads,  from  New  Orleans,  I^.,  to  Jacksoo,  Miss., 
foand  not  nnreaBonable  prior  to  JBDnary  28,  1920,  but  unreaaonable  on 
and  after  that  date.  Reparation  awarded  and  reasonable  rates  for  tlia 
future  prescribed. 

George  Butler  ior  complainant 

A.  P.  Eumburg  and  S.  A.  Smith  for  defendants. 

BBFoar  OF  the  Comicishion. 
Division  3,  Comhissionehs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  b;  complainant  and  defendants  to*  the  report 
proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant  is  a  corporation  dealing  in  coffee  at  Jackson,  Miss. 
By  complaint  filed  December  10, 1920,  as  amended,  it  alleges  that  the 
rates  charged  on  15  carloads  of  green  coffee  from  New  Orleans,  La., 
to  Jackson  since  December  19,  1918,  were,  and  that  the  present  rate 
is,  unjust  and  nnreasonable.  We  are  asked  to  award  reparation  and 
to  prescribe  just  and  reasonable  rates  for  the  future.  Rates  will  be 
stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Jackson  is  a  jobbing  point,  179.6  miles  north  of  New  Orleans  over 
the  New  Orleans  Great  Northern  and  184  miles  over  the  Illinois 
Central.  All  the  shipments  on  which  reparation  is  asked  moved  over 
the  Illinois  Central.  Seven,  weighing  330,970  pounds,  moved  prior 
to  January  28,  1920;  one,  weighing  31,489  pounds,  on  February  20, 
1920 ;  three,  weighing  106,013  pounds,  between  March  31  and  August 
24,  1920 ;  and  four,  weighing  142,322  pounds,  after  August  26,  1920. 
During  this  period  six  carloads  were  received  at  Jackson  over  the 
Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley  and  Alabama  &  Vicksburg,  but  none 
moved  over  the  New  Orleans  Great  Northern.    During  a  portion  of 
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this  time  complainant,  on  account  of  abnormal  market  conditions, 
received  many  less-than -carload  shipments. 

The  rate  on  green  coffee,  in  carloads,  from  New  Orleans  to  Jack- 
son, was  32  cents  on  March  6,  1903.  On  October  15,  1916,  it  was  re- 
duced to  23  cents.  Complainant's  business  was  established  in  1915, 
and  it  does  not  appear  that  there  was  an;  carload  movement  of  green 
coffee  to  Jackson  prior  to  that  time.  On  June  25, 1918,  the  rate  was 
increased  to  29  cents  under  authority  of  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General  of  Bailroads.  It  was  increased  on  January  28, 
1920,  to  43  cents,  and  on  August  26, 1920,  to  54  cents. 

Coffee  from  New  York  to  points  in  official  classification  territory 
moves  almost  exclusively  under  class  rates..  To  meet  the  rates  from 
New  York,  the  lines  from  New  Orleans  published  commodity  rates 
to  points  north  of  the  Ohio  River,  and  subsequently  to  points  south 
of  the  Ohio  River.  Chicago  is  perhaps  the  largest  interior  coffee- 
consuming  point  in  this  country  and  is  930  miles  from  New  Orleans 
and  920  miles  from  New  York. 

Prior  to  The  Five  Per  Cent  Case,  31  I.  C.  C,  351,  32  I.  C.  C,  325, 
the  rate  on  coffee  from  New  Orleans  to  Chicago  was  the  same  as  the 
lake-and-rail  rate  from  Naw  York  to  Chicago,  viz,  25  cents.  As  a 
result  of  the  increases  authorized  in  that  case  and  in  The  Fifteen  Per 
Cent  Case,  45  I.  C.C,  303,  and  the  26  per  cent  increase  authorized  by 
general  order  No.  28,  the  lake-and-rail  and  all-rail  rates  from  New 
York  to  Chicago  became  45  cents.  On  April  24,  1919,  the  lake-and- 
rail  rate  was  reduced  to  41  cents.  On  June  25,  1918,  the  rate  from 
New  Orleans  was  increased  to  31.5  cents.  This  great  disparity  and 
the  disruption  of  a  long-continued  relationship  caused  complaint  by 
the  ea.stem  shippers,  and  the  southern  carriers  undertook  to  revise 
all  their  coffee  rates  from  New  Orleans  and  to  establish  the  New 
York-Chicago  rate  from  New  Orleans  to  Chicago.  This  revision 
was  made  effective  January  28,  1920.  The  rate  from  New  Orleans 
to  Chicago  was  made  45  cents.  In  the  readjustment  a  difference  of 
2  cents  was  observed  between  Chicago  and  St.  Louis  and  Ohio  River 
crossings,  relying  on  Indianapolis  Freight  Bureau  v.  P.  R.  R.  Co., 
15  I.  C.  C,  567.  Because  of  long-established  relationships,  the  43- 
cent  rat«  to  St.  Louis  and  Louisville,  Ky.,  was  made  applicable  to 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  Meridian  and  Jackson, 
Miss.    The  rate  to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  was  made  37.5  cents. 

The  carriers,  in  compliance  with  our  order  in  Memphit-South- 
■westem  Investigation,  55  I.  C.  C,  515,  published,  to  become  effective 
March  1,  1921,  an  entirely  new  adjustment  of  rates  on  coffee  from 
New  Orleans  to  points  in  central  Missis^ppi  valley  territory,  mak- 
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ing  tbe  rate  to  Jackson  40  cents.  The  tariff  naming  this  rate  waa  sus- 
pended in  Investigation  and  Suspension  Docket  No.  1803.  B;  order 
of  November  15,  1921,  we  directed  the  cancellation  of  certain  of  the 
suspended  rates,  including  the  40-cent  rate  to  Jackson,  which  was 
not,  however,  specifically  condemned  as  unreasonable.  The  follow- 
ing taken  from  exhibits  are  the  rates  from  New  Orleans  to  Jack- 
son and  related  points  since  November  27,  1909,  the  distances,  and 
the  proposed  rates: 
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Coffee  is  a  staple  commodity  of  regular  movement.  The  average 
loading  of  the  16  cars  on  which  reparation  is  asked  was  40,719  pounds, 
and  of  all  cars  handled  by  complainant  during  the  period  covered  bj 
'  the  complaint,  including  those  moving  over  other  lines,  40,132  pounds. 
Defendants'  witness  testified  that  the  average  loading  of  shipments 
made  from  New  Orleans  to  Jackson  since  March  1,  1920,  was  34,500 
pounds. 

Complainant  compares  the  rates  on  coffee  with  the  rates  on  sugar 
from  New  Orleans  to  Jackson  and  other  destinations.  Sugar  loads 
more  heavily  and  moves  from  New  Orleans  in  greater  volume  than 
coffee.  The  present  value  of  green  coffee  exceeds  that  of  sugar. 
Since  October  30, 1916,  the  rates  on  coffee  from  New  Orleans  to  Jack- 
son and  Meridian  have  been  increased  134.8  per  cent,  and  to  the  other 
points  shown  in  approximately  the  same  or  greater  proportion.  The 
present  coffee  rate  is  shown  to  be  90,5  per  cent  of  the  class  rate  and  the 
sugar  and  rice  rates  from  New  Orleans  to  Jackson  respectively  61  and 
62.5  per  cent  of  the  class  rates. 

The  rates  on  green  coffee,  in  carloads,  from  New  Orleans  to  typical 
points,  together  with  the  earnings  per  ton-mile  and  per  car-mile  are 
shown,  as  follows: 
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From  the  above  it  appears  that  the  rate  to  Jackson  was  not,  dis- 
tance considered,  above  the  general  level  of  rates  to  points  in  Mis- 
sissippi other  than  those  on  the  Mississippi  River.  There  are  coffee 
roasters  at  Vicksburg,  Hattiesburg,  Laurel,  and  Tupelo,  Miss.,  and 
green  coffee  has  moved  in  carloads  to  each  of  these  points. 

Defendants'  justification  for  the  readjustment  of  January  28, 1920, 
was  the  restoration  of  the  relationship  which'had  previously  existed 
between  the  New  York-Chicago  and  the  New  Orleans-Chicago  rates.  • 
It  is  not  sliown  to  what  extent  the  competition  from  New  York  ex- 
tends south  of  the  Ohio  River,  but  there  is  no  competition  from  Mew 
York  at  Jackson.  The  rate  to  Jackson  was  increased  in  approx- 
.  imately  the  same  proportion  as  that  to  Chicago. 

We  find  that  the  rate  applicable  on  the  sliipments  made  prior  to 
January  28,  1920,  was  not  unreasonable;  that  the  rate  applicable 
on  the  shipments  made  on  and  after  that  date  and  prior  to  August 
26,  1920,  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  32  cents  per 
100  pounds;  and  that  the  rate  applicable  on  the  shipments  made  on 
and  after  the  last-named  date  was,  and  that  the  present  rate  is, 
unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded,  or  may  exceed,  40  cents 
per  100  pounds.  We  further  find  that  complainant  made  the  ship- 
ments as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  it 
was  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges 
paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found 
reasonable ;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation  in  the  sum  of  $34.&4, 
with  interest,  from  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  as  Agent,  and 
in  the  sum  of  $S15.87,  with  interest,  from  the  Illinois  Central  Rail- 
road Company. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.  11818.* 
AMERICAN  WHOLESALE  LUMBER  ASSOCIATION 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ABERDEEN  & 
ROCKFISH  RAILROAD  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


Submme*  F^ntary  1,  19tt.    DetMed  February  It,  18t2. 


1.  Cbarge  ol  $10  per  6aj  en  can  of  lumber  held  for  reconalsnment  beyond  4S 

bonra  after  T  a,  m.  of  da;  foUowlns  notice  of  arrival  found  not  to  have 
been  unieaaonable  or  stberwlae  nnlawfnl.  Bawever,  and^  present  con- 
dlUoDB  wltb  a  great  number  of  Idle  frelgbt  care,  and  en  entire  absence 
of  congestion  throughout  the  country,  the  charge  la,  and  while  present 
eondltlona  continue  will  be,  anreasonablo. 

2.  Redactions  proposed  by  the  Ohlcago,  Peoria  &  St.  Loots  In  recunslgntuent 

thargeB  on  lumber  found  not  jnatlfled  and  Its  suspended  scbednlea 
ordered  canceled.    Other  suspended  schedules  found  JtuUfied. 

Daviet  d  J<met  and  Edward  A.  Raid  for  complainants. 

Oeorge  B.  Wtbtter  for  Associated  Cooperage  Industries  of 
AmericH,  and  B.  T.  Bailey  for  Central  Wisconsin  Supply  Company, 
interveners  in  behalf  of  complainants. 

Broion  de  Boyle,  L.  C.  Boyle,  W.  J.  Duffey,  Geo.  Pf.  Brown,  W.  E. 
OardneTy  F.  M.  Dueker,  Frank  Camahan,  and  J.  C.  Knox  for  National 
Retail  Lumber  Dealers  Association,  Georgia-Florida  Saw  Mill  Asso- 
ciation, Michigan  Hardwood  Manufacturers'  Association,  North  Caro- 
lina Pine  Association,  Northern  Hemlock  &  Hardwood  Manufactur- 
ers* Association,  District  No.  1  Ohio  Association  of  Retail  Lumber 
Dealers,  Buffalo  Lumber  Dealers  Association,  White  Pine  Associa- 
tion of  the  Tonowandas,  East  Side  Lumber  Trade  Exchange,  St.  Louis 
Lumber  Trade  Exchange,  Southern  I^ne  Association,  California 
Redwood  Association,  Southern  Cypress  Manufacturers'  Association, 
Retail  Lumber  Dealers  Association  of  tiie  State  of  New  York,  and 

■Tills  rwort  >Uo  nnbraraa  ntauDbara  1>  Docket  No.  llllS  aa  faUowa:  Bub-No,  I,  Tan 
Cl^ra  Saw  HUl  Co.  c.  Dlr«ctor  Genenl,  u  Asent;  No.  2,  Qeo.  W.  WXm  Timber  *  Lum- 
ber Co.  V.  iaaw ;  Ho.  3.  Bertbold  A  lennlnfi  Lomber  C*.  o.  Same ;  Na  4,  BoH.  Kamm 
LUBber  Col  v,  Bame;  No.  6,  Nlcsla,  Btono  4  libera  Co.  v.  Sainoj  No.  0,  Uren-FanoaB 
Lumber  Co.  v.  Suo* ;  No.  7,  Colon  Wholnale  Lumber  Co.  c.  Same ;  No.  8,  Barnabr  Broi. 
7.  Bam* ;  Ho.  9,  CUeafo  L«mb«r  A  Coal  Co.  v.  Same ;  No.  19,  Bontb  ajrkaaMM 
.  Sana ;  No.  11,  W.  T.  nrfusea  I.nmb«r  Co.  v.  Same;  No.  12,  QIoor-OatmUB 
I.  Bamei  and  No.  13,  Waatem  Lumber  Co.  t>.  Same;  also  Inreatlsatleii  aad 
a  Docket  No,  1421,  Ptoaltr  Clian*  oi    "  " 
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West  Coast. LumbenncD's  Afeociatien,  interveners  in  behalf  of  de- 
fendants. 

George  B.  Allen,  John  F.  Finerty,  Andrew  P.  Hwnhurfff  Parker 
McCollester,  Royal  T.  McKenna,  and  Marion  B.  Pieres  for  defend- 
ants. 

ReFOBT  or   THB   COUHIBSION. 

Bt  the  Cohuission: 

Exceptions  -were  filed  by  complainants  and  by  interveners,  repre- 
senting cooperage-stock  interest,  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner.  Replies  to  the  exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  uid 
interveners  opposing  the  complainants,  and  oral  argument  was  had. 

Complainant  in  No.  11,618,  an  organization  composed  of  335  whole- 
sale distributors  of  lumber,  attacks  as  unreasonable,  unjustly  dis- 
criminatory, and  unduly  prejudicial  the  so-called  penalty  charge  of 
$10  per  car  for  each  day  or  fraction  thereof  that  cars,  lioaded  with 
lumber  and  other  forest  products,  are  held  for  reconsigmnent  beyond 
48  hours  after  the  hour  at  which  free  time  begins  to  run  under  tiie 
demurrage  rules.  In  the  subnumbered  dockets  we  are  asked  to  award 
reparation  against  the  Director  General  of  Bailroads  on  shipments 
upon  which  the  charge'  was  collected  during  federal  control.  The 
allegations  in  those  complaints  are  substantially  the  same  as  the 
allegations  in  No.  11818.  By  agreement  between  the  parties  the 
evidence  was  directed  solely  to  the  lawfulness  of  the  charge.  Various 
lumber  and  lumber  products  manufacturers'  and  dealers*  associations 
were  permitted  to  intervene,  some  on  behalf  of  complainants  and 
others  on  behalf  of  defendants. 

Investigation  and  Suspension  Docket  No.  1421  involves  the  pro- 
posed cancellation  of  this  penalty  charge  by  the  Toledo,  St  Louis  A 
Western,  the  Chicago  &  Alton,  the  Chicago,  Peoria  &  St.  Louis,  the 
Chicago  &  Eastern  Illinois,  the  Kansas,  Oklahoma  &  Gulf,  the 
Kansas,  Oklahoma  &  Gulf  Bailway  of  Texas,  and  the  Okmulgee- 
Northem  Bailroad.  At  the  hearing  counsel  for  the  Chicago  A 
Eastern  Illinois  stated  that  his  road  had  filed  an  application  to 
cancel  the  tariff  under  suspension  and  thereby  to  restore  the  penal^ 
charge.  The  Chicago,  Peoria  &  St.  Louis  also  proposes  to  cancel 
the  $3  reconsigmnent  charge  on  lumber  when  instructions  are  re- 
ceived prior  to  arrival  of  car,  and  to  reduce  the  charge  from  $7  to  $8 
when  instructions  are  received  after  arrival  of  car. 

Protests  against  the  cancellation  of  the  $10  charge  were  filed  by 
the  National  Retail  Lumber  Dealers  Association  and  the  Southern 
Pine  Association,  composed  of  lumber  manufacturers  and  retail  lum- 
ber dealers,.    The  complainant  in  No.  11818  intervened  in  behalf  of 
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respondent  The  schedules  proposing  these  changes  were  suspended 
by  us  until  March  14, 1&22. 

The  penalty  charge  applied  originally  on  lumber  only,  and  was 
established  by  the  Director  General  on  October  20, 1919.  The  sched- 
ule naming  the  charge  stated  that  it  was  "  to  prevent  undue  deten- 
tion of  equipment  under  present  emergen^  "  and  "  is  in  addition  to 
any  existing  demurrage  or  storage  charge."  On  December  1,  1919, 
it  was  published  in  the  uniform  demurrage  tariff,  and  was  made 
applicable  on  lumber,  shingles,  poles,  piling,  mine  timber,  box,  bar- 
rel or  crate  material,  and  other  forest  products  not  furUier  finished 
than  sawed  or  dressed,  and  on  all  forest  products  on  which  the  lum- 
ber rate  applies.  Ail  these  commodities  will  hereinafter  be  termed 
lumber.  Prior  to  August  19,  1920,  the  penalty  charge  was  applied 
on  cars  held  on  Sundays  and  legal  holidaya  On  that  date  the 
charge  was  made  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  national  car  de- 
murrage rules  which  provide  that  Sundays  and  legal  holidays  shall 
be  excluded  in  computing  time.  By  tariff  supplement  effective  Feb- 
ruary 29, 1920,  the  penalty  charge  was  made  to  expire  June  1,  1920, 
and  by  later  schedules  extended  so  as  to  expire  with  the  close  of 
business  January  1,  1921.  On  December  2,  1920,  schedules  were 
filed  to  continue  the  penalty  charge  after  January  1,  1921,  without 
expiration  date.  These  schedules  were  protested  by  complainant 
and  others,  but  we  permitted  them  to  go  into  effect 

There  are  two  general  classes  of  mills  ifi  the  lumber  industry,  the 
large  mill,  which  cuts  10,000,000  feet  and  over  annually,  and  the 
small  mill,  which  cuts  less  than  that  amount.  In  1918  there  were 
786  large  mills  and  21,781  small  mills,  constituting  4  and  96  per 
cent,  respectively,  of  the  total  number  of  mills.  These  produced 
60  and  40  per  cent,  respectively,  of  the  total  lumber. 

The  large  mills  purchase  large  tracts  of  timber  which  will  pro- 
vide operations  for  a  number  of  years.  Such  mills  are  equipped 
with  modem  machinery,  have  large  yards,  in  most  cases,  where  lum- 
ber can  be  graded  and  piled  according  to  quality  and  size,  and  gen- 
erally operate  planing  mills  for  the  manufacture  of  siding,  roofing, 
lining  for  railroad  cars,  etc.  Some  of  them  have  their  own  sales 
organizations  and  maintain  retail  yards. 

Generally  the  small  mill  is  portable;  it  can  be  operated  on  one 
tract  for  a  few  years  and  then  removed  to  another.  It  usually 
follows  the  large  mill  and  cuts  small  tracts  of  timber  which  have 
been  left,  or  goes  back  over  cut-over  lands  and  small  areas  that  the 
large  mill  could  not  reach.  The  small-mill  operator  usually  has 
only  a  small  amount  of  capital,  and,  except  for  such  stock  as  may 
be  sold  locally,  disposes  of  his  lumber  largely  through  wholesalers, 
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who  often  advance  money  for  tbe  stumpage  and  sometimes  for  the 
pay  roll  for  manufacturing.  In  such  instances  they  retain  title  to 
th«  stumpage  as  security,  and  they  have  the  mill  load  the  lumber 
as  early  as  possible. 

When  loaded,  the  mill  bills  the  lumber  to  the  wholesaler  at  a 
reconsignment  point  and  receives  an  advance  against  the  shipping 
documents.  Upon  arrival  of  the  car  at  the  reconsignment  point  the 
local  agent  notifies  the  consignee.  The  tariffs  permit  one  recon- 
signment on  lumber  and  the  demurrage  rules  allow  24  hours  free 
time  on  cars  held  for  reconsignment.  As  stated,  Uie  penalty  charge 
does  not  begin  to  accrue  until  48  hours  after  the  hour  at  which  free 
time  begins  to  run.  Upon  receipt  of  the  invoice  from  the  mill  the 
wholesaler  lists  the  car  in  his  transit  list  These  liste  are  issued 
triweekly,  and  are  circulated  among  the  trade  in  an  effort  to  secure 
purchasers  for  tbe  shipment  A  corrected  list  giving  information 
as  to  tbe  cars  sold  is  sent  to  tbe  wholesaler's  salesmen  daily.  If  any 
of  the  unsold  cars  on  the  list  have  been  reported  as  reaching  the 
reconsignment  point,  the  salesmen  are  instructed  to  give  such  cars 
immediate  attention.  Moreover,  night  telegrams  are  sent  to  sales- 
men and  dealers  in  an  effort  to  secure  immediate  sales. 

Complainante  point  out  that  the  charge  was  originally  established 
by  the  Director  General  as  a  "  penalty  for  detention  of  equipment " 
and  contend  that  he  had  no  authority  to  establish  a  penalty.  Tbe 
federal  control  act  provides : 

Tbat  durlne  the  periixl  of  federal  control,  whenever  In  his  opinion  the  public 
Interest  requires,  the  President  ma?  Initiate  rates,  farea,  charges,  dassifica- 
tloDs,  r^ulatlons,  and  practicea  by  flllnc  the  same  with  the  Interstate  Cmo- 
mercfl  Commission.     •    •    • 

Bald  rates,  fares,  charsea,  classiflcaUons,  rcKalatlona,  and  practices  shall 
be  reasonable  and  JuBt    *    *    *. 

It  is  complainants'  position  that  this  language  did  not  give  power 
to  the  President  or  the  Director  General  to  assess  a  penally;  and 
that  Congress  could  not  have  given  either  of  them  that  power  be- 
cause the  imposition  of  a  penalty  is  a  legislative  function  which  can 
not  be  delegated. 

We  are  of  opinion  that  the  Director  General  was  authorized  to 
inaugurate  any  reasonable  and  just  regulation  and  practice  which 
he  might  find  necessary  to  eliminate  the  abuse  of  excessive  and  un- 
reasonable detention  of  freight  cars. 

Tbe  right  of  the  carriers  to  assess  chai^^  for  undue  detention  of 
equipment  existed  at  common  law,  and  such  charges  are  now  pub- 
lished in  schedule  form  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Um 
interstate  commerce  act.  It  is  settled  that  we  may  require  the  car- 
riers to  maintain  reasonable  demurrage  charges  which  are  in  part 
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compensmtion  to  the  carriers  for  use  of  their  equipment,  and  in  part 
penalties  imposed  on  shippers  for  detention  of  cars.  A  charge  in  the 
nature  of  a  penalty  is  not  unlawful  if  its  puTpoee  is  to  secure  for  the 
public  a  more  efficient  use  of  equipment.  While  it  should  not  be  so 
high  as  to  work  an  undue  hardship  upon  the  shipper  who,  must  oc- 
casionaUy  pay  it,  it  should  be  sufficient  in  amount  to  accompliah  the 
purpose  for  wliich  it  is  intended. 

We  have  in  a  number  of  cases  considered  and  approved  charges, 
established  by  carriers,  which  admittedly  were  in  part  penalties 
to  prevent  detention  of  equipment  by  shippers.  Thus,  in  American 
Paper  t6  Pidp  Aaso.  y.  B.  <fi  O.  R.  R.  Co.,  41  I.  C.  C,  506,  at  page 
512,  we  said: 

A  rnle  wblch  perinllB  the  Shipper  to  ase  valuable  facllitleB  of  tbe  carrier  for 
nttUmlted  periods,  while  seeking  to  fiod  the  marketa  for  the  gooda  stored  or 
wUl*  waltiDK  the  convenience  of  the  consamer,  la  not  a  proper  rule,  and  the 
practice,  as  complainant  cfaargee,  Is  beyond  tbe  function  of  a  common  carrier. 
8ncta  a  practice  may,  and  often  does,  conQlct  wltb  those  functions. 

The  lawfulness  of  the  charge  is  further  assailed  on  the  ground 
that,  prior  to  its  establishment,  the  schedules  of  the  carriers  and  of 
the  Director  General  provided  in  substance  that  freight  might  be 
reconsigned  at  the  through  rate  applicable  from  the  point  of  origin 
via  the  reconsignment  point  to  the  &nal  destination  without  limit  of 
time  within  which  the  reconsignment  must  be  made.  They  contend 
that  defendants  have  no  right  to  assess  a  penalty  against  the  shipper 
for  availing  himself  of  an  arrangement  so  held  out  to  shippers;  and 
that  the  assessment  of  a  penalty  for  the  detention  of  cars  is  a  double 
charge  for  a  single  service,  because  the  demurrage  charges  at  the 
time  the  penalty  charge  was  made  effective  had  been  increased  to 
care  for  ^e  identical  emergency  for  which  the  penalty  charge  was 
established. 

The  contention  that  a  double  charge  was  made  for  a  single  service 
was  advanced  in  N,  Y.  Hay  Exchange  Aaso.  v.  P,  R.  R.  Co.,  14  I.  C. 
C,  178,  and  again  in  the  case  of  New  York  <&  New  Jersey  Produce 
Co.  y.  R.  R.  Co.,  49 1.  C.  C-,  93,  where  the  assessment  of  track  storage 
charge,  in  addition  to  demurrage  charges,  was  attacked.  In  both 
cases  we  found  against  the  contention.  A  charge  is  not  necessarily 
unlawful  because  it  is  made  up  of  two  separately  published  charges. 
The  real  question  is  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  aggregate  charge. 

Complainants  refer  to  the  many  embargoes  laid  by  the  carriers, 
particularly  in  1910  and  1920,  during  the  period  of  federal  control, 
and  contend  that  the  embargoes  were  largely  responsible  for  the 
detention  of  lumber  at  the  reconsignment  points,  since  they  limited 
the  markets  at  which  lumber  could  be  sold.  There  was  consider- 
able confusion  with  respect  to  the  application  of  the  embargoes  laid 
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and  the  notices  in  connection  therewith  during  this  period.  It 
frequently  happened  that  a  shipment  was  sold  before  it  reached  the 
reconsignment  point,  but  that  upon  presenting  an  order  for  recon- 
signment  the  shipper  was  for  the  first  time  notified  that  the  final 
destination  was  embargoed.  In  some  instances  carriers  accepted 
orders  for  reconsignment,  and  when  the  car  arrived  at  the  recon- 
signment  point  then  advised  that  the  destination  was  embargoed ;  in 
others,  carriers  held  shipments  at  the  reconsignment  point  on  ac- 
count of  embargoes  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  final  destination 
was  not  embargoed.  For  all  these  reasons  complainants  assert  that 
it  was  necessary  to  resell  the  lumber  and  ship  to  other  destinations, 
which  took  time  and  resulted  in  penalty  charges  being  assessed.  It 
is  contended  by  complainants  that  an  embargo  is  a  disability  of  the 
carrier,  and  that  where  shipments  were  held  on  account  of  an  em- 
bargo and  the  penalty  collected,  the  charge  was  unlawful  because  it 
penalized  the  shipper  or  consignee  for  the  disability  of  the  carrier. 
Complainants  also  insist  that  having  established  through  rates  and 
provided  for  reconsignment  it  was  unlawful  to  assess  penalty  charges 
upon  shipments  held  on  account  of  embargoes,  notwithstanding  tariff 
provisions  to  the  effect  that  reconsignment  orders  would  not  be 
accepted  to  a  point  against  which  an  embargo  was  in  force  at  the 
time  the  shipment  was  forwarded  from  point  of  origin.  This  latter 
contention  is  contrary  to  our  decisions,  but  it  is  argued  that  we  have 
erred  in  this  respect.     The  argument  is  not  convincing. 

Complainants  further  contend  that  the  act  requires  carrion  to 
publisli  and  file  embargoes  in  the  manner  prescribed  with  respect 
to  tariffs,  and  we  are  asked  to  find  that  all  embargoes  which  were 
not  so  published  and  filed  were  illegally  laid  and  that  all  demurrage 
and  penalty  charges  assessed  where  cars  were  held  because  of  such 
embargoes  were  unlawful.  The  law  did  not,  and  does  not,  require 
that  embargo  notices  be  published  as  schedules  are  published.  La 
Fayette  Box  Board  db  Paper  Co,  v.  Director  OeTi^rai,  59  I.  C.  C, 
106.  As  a  practical  matter,  the  conditions  necessitating  embargoes 
frequently  develop  and  end  quickly.  To  wait  until  a  schedule  could 
be  published  and  become  effective  would,  therefore,  defeat  the  object 
sought.  On  the  other  band,  to  keep  an  embargo  in  effect  until  \ 
schedule  could  be  legally  canceled  would  work  unwarranted  hard- 
ship upon  the  public. 

No  evidence  as  to  the  reasonableness  per  se  of  the  charge  assailed 
was  offered  other  than  an  exhibit  submitted  by  complainant  to  show 
that  the  net  revenues  per  car-day  for  class-I  carriers  were  $1.07  in 
1S16,  99  cents  in  1917,  76  cents  in  1918,  58  cents  in  1919,  81  cents  in 
1920,  and  S3  cents  in  January  and  February,  1921 ;  and  for  the  larger 
roads  in  the  eastern  district  82  cents  in  1919,    The  mai^gin  between 
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the  price  paid  to  the  mill  man  and  the  seUing  price  of  a  car  of 
lumber  nmged  from  $18.48  in  191S  to  $55.36  in  1920.  No  figures 
*rere  shown  for  1921.  Ck>mplainants  contend  that  the  penalty  charge 
is  confiscatory  for  the  reason  that  its  application  for  only  a  few 
days  will  wipe  out  aU  this  margin.  But  the  charge  applies  only 
when  shipments  are  detained  beyond  the  48  hours  of  free  time. 

The  allegations  of  unjust  discrimination  and  undue  prejudice  are 
based  upon  the  fact  that  the  penalty  charge  is  applied  on  lumber 
when  held  for  reconsignment  and  not  on  other  commodities  held 
for  that  or  other  purposes,  or  on  cars  held  by  shippers  for  loading. 

At  complainants'  request,  we  required  certain  defendants  to  make 
special  reports  in  the  nature  of  replies  to  a  questionnaire  in  connec- 
tion with  No.  IISIS.  Complainants  submitted  several  exhibits  com- 
piled from  data  thus  furnished.  One  of  these  exhibits  shows  the 
number  of  cars  of  each  of  18  commodities  held  for  reconsignment 
one,  two,  three,  and  four  days  and  over  four  days,  the  total  .number 
of  cars  and  the  total  car-days,  during  the  months  of  September,  1917, 
October,  1918,  and  November,  1919.  This  statement  shows  that  there 
were  2,447  cars  of  lumber  held  23,932  days,  an  average  of  9.7  days, 
under  the  heading  ''over  four  days."  Complainants  admit  that  this 
statement  shows  the  number  of  cars  of  lumber  held  over  four  days 
was  larger  than  that  of  any  other  commodity  shown.  They  assert 
that  this  is  due  in  part  to  the  numerous  embargoes  against  lumber, 
which  shut  off  markets  where  most  lumber  is  sold,  causing  the  ship- 
per to  hold  the  cars  until  he  could  find  another  purchaser,  and  partly 
to  embargoes  which  did  not  exist  or  which  having  existed  had  been 
raised.  The  commodities  held  for  reconsignment,  the  number  of  cars 
of  each  commodity,  and  the  average  time  held  are  shown  below: 
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The  following  statement  shows  the  number  of  order-notify  ship- 
ments of  lumber  and  other  commodities  held  beyond  free  time  for 
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orders,  other  than  reconsignmeiit,  for  the  i 
preceding  table : 
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Of  all  commodities  held  beyond  free  time  during  the  months  men- 
tioned, there  were  34,199  cars  of  lumber,  other  than  for  reconsign- 
ment,  held  94,431  days,  and  316,430  cars  of  other  commodities  held 
820,950  days,  aggregating  350,629  cars  held  a  total  of  915,381  days. 

A  summary  of  these  statements  shows: 

Lumber  held  for  reconalKnnieat T,  906  M,  7S1 

Otber  commodtUei  held  for  reconsUnmeot 80, 570  107, 448 

Order-notify  shlpmrats  held  for  ordem 35,S14  120;  961 

All  other  cars,  all  commodities,  held  by  or  for  configiior 

or  consignee 350,629  015,381 

Total 424,527      1,178,966 

Complainants  point  out  that  the  cars  of  lumber  beld  for  reconsign- 
ment  represent  less  than  2  per  cent  of  all  cars  of  all  commodities 
held  by  shippers,  and  less  than  3  per  cent  of  all  car-days  all  com- 
modities were  detained.  The  statements  show,  however,  that  the 
total  cars  of  lumber  beld  for  reconsignment  represent  about  20  per 
cent  of  all  cars  held  for  reconsignment,  and  that  lumber  for  recon- 
signment is  detained  at  the  hold  point  a  longer  average  time  than 
any  other  commodity  which  is  reconsigned  in  a  substantial  amount. 
While  the  number  of  order-notify  shipments  held  for  orders  is 
greater  than  the  number  of  cars  of  lumber  held  for  reconsignment, 
the  average  detention  on  the  former  is  3.37  days  as  compared  with 
4.63  on  the  latter.  Furthermore,  order-notify  ^ipmeots  are  held  at 
points  scattered  throughout  the  country  while  lumber  for  reconsign- 
ment is  largely  held  at  comparatively  few  points,  and  therefore  more 
effectively  tends  to  congest  the  movement  of  traffic. 

Reconsignment  of  building  material,  such  as  cement,  hollow  tile, 
structural  iron  and  steel,  sand,  gravel,  brick,  and  fireproofing,  is  in- 
significant as  compared  with  lumber.  While  general  statements  were 
made  by  complainants'  witnesses  to  the  effect  that  there  was  com- 
petition between  some  of  these  articles  and  lumber,  no  substantial 
evidence  was  offered  to  show  that  any  undue  prejudice  existed.    The 
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other  commodities  shown  as  held  .under  reconsignment  do  not  com- 
petiB  with  lumber,  and  the  circumstances  under  which  they  are 
held  are  different.  Fruits  and  vegetables  may  properly  be  excepted 
from  a  rule  applicable  to  dead  freight.  Hay  and  grain  are  recon- 
signed  to  a  considerable  extent,  but  this  is  due  largely  to  regulations, 
state  and  national,  for  grading  and  inspection. 

Statements  were  made  that  the  penalty  charge  had  resulted  in 
reducing  lumber  shipments  because  the  shippers  do  not  want  to  take 
the  risk  of  having  Uie  penalty  applied.  No  figures  were  offered  to 
support  these  statements.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  shown  that  not- 
withstanding advices  from  wholesalers  that  mills  should  discontinue 
shipments  on  account  of  market  conditions,  shipments  were  con- 
tinued from  the  mills. 

The  penalty  charge  applies  only  to  cars  held  for  reconsignment, 
and  complainants  contend  that  its  application  to  lumber  held  for  re- 
consignment  and  not  on  commodities  reahipped  results  in  discrimina- 
tion against  the  former.  Evidence  was  offered  to  show  that  consid- 
erable delay  is  sometimes  occasioned  to  commodities  which  are  re- 
shipped.  Only  one  change  in  destination  is  permitted  at  the  through 
rate  under  the  reconsignment  rules.  A  subsequent  change  is  treated 
as  a  reshipment  from  point  of  reforwarding  and  the  shipment  is 
charged  the  tariff  rates  therefrom.  Thus  a  shipment  rebilled  pays 
the  combination  rate  based  on  the  reforwarding  point,  which  ordi- 
narily is  in  excess  of  the  joint  through  rate  obtained  under  a  recon- 
signment ;  and  in  addition  thereto,  a  charge  is  made  under  certain 
circumstances  for  changing  the  destination. 

Complainants  contend  that  the  assessment  of  the  penalty  charge 
on  Sundays  and  legal  holidays  prior  to  August  19,  1920,  was  illegal 
and  unreasonable.  The  only  testimony  offered  to  substantiate  these 
allegataons  is  that  of  one  witness  who  testified  that  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
he  never  saw  a  freight  office  open  on  Sundays  or  holidays,  and  of 
another  witness  who  testified  that  certain  carriers  had  made  refund  of 
penalty  charges  which  were  assessed  on  Sundays  and  holidays  during 
the  period  mentioned.  Defendants'  witnesses  testified  that  the  pen- 
alty charge  was  originally  published  on  the  same  basis  as  storage 
chai^;es,  which  apply  on  Sundays  and  holidays;  that  it  was  intended 
that  they  should  apply  on  such  days  because  of  the  great  scarcity  of 
cars  when  the  tariff  was  originally  published ;  and  that  the  change 
sulraequently  made  was  to  bring  the  penalty  charge  into  conformity 
with  the  demurrage  tariffs. 

A  stipulation  as  to  certain  facts  concerning  cars  of  lumber  held 
under  varying  circumstances  was  submitted  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining a  ruling  from  us  as  to  whether  the  penalty  chaige  was  legally 
applicable  in  the  circumstances  set  forth  in  the  stipulation.    The  in- 
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formation  submitted  is  not  sufficient  in  all  instances  to  warrant  a 
ruling.  The  peoalty  charge  was  assessed  in  some  instances  because 
the  carrier  refused  to  reconsign  to  an  embargoed  point  where  the  em- 
bargo was  placed  after  the  shipment  had  left  point  of  origin;  in 
others,  the  penalty  charge  was  assessed  where  shipments  were  held 
by  a  carrier  because  of  an  embargo  prohibiting  the  movement  of  its 
system  equipment  oS  its  lines.  The  record  also  indicates  that  the 
penalty  charge  was  assessed  where  cars  were  refused  at  ori^al  des- 
tination, the  freight  charges  paid  and  new  bills  of  lading  taken  out 
consigning  the  cars  to  new  destinations;  tiiat  it  was  also  assessed 
where  delivering  lines  refused  to  deliver  to  a  belt  switching  line  with- 
out prepayment  of  the  charges,  although  there  was  a  joint  rate  in 
effect  from  point  of  origin  to  points  on  the  belt  line ;  that  the  penalty 
charge  was  assessed  where  shipments  reconsigned  to  a  certain  point 
reached  that  point,  were  placed  for  unloading,  the  charges  paid,  and 
subsequently  a  switching  order  issued  to  deliver  the  shipment  to 
another  carrier  within  the  terminal  and  a  new  biU  of  lading  issued 
by  the  latter,  consigning  the  car  to  a  point  outside  the  terminal. 
Under  each  of  the  foregoing  instances  the  cars  were  apparently  not 
held  for  reconsignment,  except  in  the  instance  where  the  carriers  re- 
fused to  reconsign  to  an  embargoed  point  where  the  «nbargo  was 
placed  after  the  shipment  had  left  the  point  of  origin.  Where  they 
have  not  already  done  so  defendants  should  make  prompt  refund  of 
the  overcharges,  unless,  in  the  excepted  instance,  their  tariffs  con- 
tained a  clause  that  shipments  would  not  be  reconsigned  to  em- 
bargoed points.    Reconsignment  Case,  47  I.  C  C,  590,  634. 

Complainants  cite  instances  where  there  was  considerable  delay 
beyond  the  usual  time  in  the  movement  from  points  of  origin  to 
the  reconsignment  point.  It  urges  that  these  delays  were  numerous 
and  many  times  resulted  in  cancellation  of  sales  of  lumber  made 
while  the  cars  were  in  transit.  It  asks  us  to  find  that  where  cars 
have  been  delayed  in  transit  beyond  reasonable  and  usual  running 
time  DO  penalty  should  be  assessed  for  failure  to  reconsign  within 
48  hours.  We  are  not  persuaded  that  such  a  finding  should  be 
made. 

On  behalf  of  the  Associated  Cooperage  Industries  of  America  it 
is  shown  that  cooperage  stock,  unlike  lumber,  is  not  placed  in  transit 
for  the  purpose  of  selling  it  after  shipment,  but  that  sales  orders  are 
actually  held  for  each  shipment  when  it  leaves  its  point  of  origin. 
Cars  of  cooperage  stock  are  sometimes  detained  at  the  original  des- 
tination berause  they  have  been  refused  by  the  consignee  as  being 
off  grade  or  improperiy  loaded.  Such  occasiwiB,  while  infrequent, 
result  in  considerable  detention  because  a  new  purchaser  must  be 
found  for  the  shipment.    The  association  urges  that  even  if  tbe 
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charge  should  be  Eustained  as  to  lumber,  an  exception  should  b& 
made  with  respect  to  cooperage  stock. 

Following  a  heavy  surplus  of  cars  after  the  signing  of  the  armistice 
in  1918,  and  early  in  1919,  there  was  a  rapid  decrease  in  idle  cars,  and 
by  October  1, 1919,  a  serious  car  shortage  threatened.  Campaigns  for 
heavy  loading  and  for  prompt  loading  and  unloading,  which  had  been 
conducted  prior  to  the  period  of  depression  in  the  early  months  of 
1919  were  again  inaugurated  by  the  Director  General,  Committees 
which  had  been  created  at  strategic  points  throughout  the  country  to 
collect  data  as  to  transportation  conditions  and  car  service  in  such  sec- 
tions prior  to  1919,  and  which  had  been  disbanded  in  the  early  months 
of  that  year,  were  reorganized.  Business  rapidly  increased,  and,  as  it 
was  impossible  to  obtain  new  equipment,  the  car  shortage  became 
more  serious  and  threatening,  notwithstanding  the  .efforts  of  the 
Kailroad  Administration.  Iteports  of  inspectors  and  coounittees  in- 
dicated a  heavy  detention  of  cars  containing  lumber  awaiting  recon- 
signment.  In  September,  1919,  special  inquiry  was  made  at 
about  80  widely  separated  points  to  determine  the  extent  of  this  de- 
tention. Reports  were  received  covering  various  periods  during 
August,  September,  and  October,  1919.  These  reports  showed  an 
average  detention  of  7.9  days  for  cars  of  lumber  held  ior  reconsign- 
ment.  In  view  of  the  conditions  the  Director  Cienersl  established 
the  charge  here  in  issue.  Shortly  after  the  establishment  of  this 
charge  a  public  hearing  with  respect  thereto  was  held  before  officials 
of  the  Railroad  Administration.  Representatives  of  lumber  manu- 
facturers, shippers,  and  dealers  were  present  at  this  hearing,  but  the 
penalty  charge  was  kept  in  effect.  In  the  early  part  of  December, 
1919,  the  Railroad  Administration  sent  out  inquiries  to  ascertain, 
in  a  general  way  the  effect  of  this  penalty  charge.  The  following 
table,  thus  secured,  shows  a  comparison  of  the  average  detention  of 
cars  of  lumbu"  held  for  reconsignment  at  various  points  during 
August,  September,  and  October,  1919,  preceding  the  establishment 
of  the  penalty  with  that  in  November  and  December,  1919,  and  Jan- 
uary, 1920,  subsequent  to  the  establishment  of  the  penalty. 
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While  there  was  an  increase  in  the  average  number  of  days  deten- 
tion on  the  Great  Northern,  at  Minnesota  Transfer,  after  the  estab- 
lishmeDt  of  the  penalty  charge,  the  numher  of  cars  detained  after  th« 
penalty  became  effective  was  only  7  as  compared  with  68  cars  for  the 
period  prior  to  its  establishment.  Complainants  criticise  the  com- 
parisons, and  allege  that  tlie  reports  on  which  they  are  based  do  not 
take  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  movement  of  lumber  was 
delayed  on  account  of  embargoes;  that  the  roads  reporting  did  not 
use  the  same  periods ;  that  the  detentions  for  the  various  periods  were 
added  together;  that  the  figures  include  free  time;  and  that  a  che<4 
of  a  few  of  the  cars  as  to  which  complainants  could  secure  informa- 
tion discloses  that  they  were  held  by  the  carriers  in  error  and  not  for 
account  of  consignor  or  consignee. 

In  December,  1920,  the  carriers  sent  out  inquiries  through  the 
American  Bailway  Association  to  a  number  of  railroads  asking  for 
figures  as  to  the  detention  of  lumber  for  reconsignment  during  com- 
parable periods  before  and  after  the  penalty  charge  went  into  effect, 
respectively.  May,  1916,  and  September,  1920,  were  selected  as  the 
most  representative  and  normal  months  for  the  respective  years. 
The  following  comparative  statement  of  lumber  traffic  handled  by 
36  railway  systems  at  their  principal  reconsigning  points  in  May, 
1916,  and  September,  1920,  was  compiled  from  the  answers  received: 
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While  there  was  but  a  slight  decrease  in  the  percentage  of  cars  re- 
consigned  in  1920  as  compared  with  1916,  there  was  a  substantial  in- 
crease in  1920  in  the  percentage  of  cars  reconsigned  in  transit,  and 
substantial  decreases  in  the  percentage  of  cars  delayed  beyond  the 
free  time  and  in  the  average  delay  of  such  cars. 

A  large  volume  of  lumber  moves  through  Cincinnati.  Prior  to  tha 
establi^ment  of  the  penalty  charge  as  many  as  200  cars  of  lumber 
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were  often  held  at  that  point  for  periods  ol  from  1  to  20  days.  In 
1919  it  became  necessary  on  a  number  of  occasions  to  lay  embargoes 
on  lumber  consigned  to  move  via  that  city.  Since  the  penalty  charge 
became  effective  there  has  been  a  material  increase  in  the  number  of 
orders  for  reconsignment  of  lumber  prior  to  its  arrival.  In  191S  only 
15  per  cent  of  the  lumber  had  been  reconsigned  before  it  arrived  at 
Cincinnati.  Since  the  establishment  of  the  p«aalty  charge  65  per  cent 
of  the  lumber  has  been  reconfiigned  before  it  arrives.  At  Laurel, 
Mont.,  the  penalty  charge  has  materiallj  decreased  the  holding  of  cars. 
Before  the  establishment  of  the  penalty  charge  orders  for  dispoeition 
of  the  cars  were  seldom  received  prior  to  arrival,  but  after  its  estab- 
lishment disposition  orders  were  furnished  on  a  majority  of  the  cars 
before  arrival 

It  is  mudi  more  difficult  to  hold  reconsigned  cars  than  cars  whidi 
have  been  placed  for  delivery,  since  cars  held  in  yards  for  reconsign- 
ment  must  be  switched  over  and  over  again  to  get  out  other  cars  on 
which  forwarding  orders  have  been  received.  To  hold  cars  in  yards 
also  congests  the  terminals  and  interferes  with  the  prompt  handling 
of  other  freight.  If  a  shipper  habitually  delays  cars  for  unloading 
at  destination  the  carriers  may  place  an  embai^  against  freight  con- 
signed to  him  and  thus  prevent  further  detention  of  equipment;  if 
the  shipper  habitually  delays  loading  cars  the  carrier  may  refuse  fur- 
ther supply  and  thus  prevent  detention  and  accumulation  of  cars  at 
the  loading  point.  Defendants  urge  that  it  is  not  feasible  to  deal  with 
cars  at  the  reconsignment  point  by  embargo  or  refusal  to  fsmiah  fur- 
ther cars,  and  that  the  only  effective  means  of  dealing  with  detention 
at  the  reconsignment  point  is  by  applying  a  penalty  charge. 

Representatives  of  the  car-service  division  of  the  American  Bail- 
way  Asociation  testified  that  the  various  extensions  of  tiie  expiration 
date  of  the  penalty  charge,  and  the  present  schedule  naming  the 
charge  without  limitation  as  to  its  expiration,  were  published  under 
their  instructions  after  investigation  had  shown  that  lumber  is  prac- 
tically the  only  commodity  which  abuses  the  reconsignment  privilege. 
They  refer  to  the  frequent  car  shortens  which  have  occurred  in  the 
past  five  or  six  years  and  state  that  while  the  penalty  charge  was  es- 
tablished in  the  first  instance,  as  an  emergency  measure  on  account  of 
the  car  shortage  then  existing,  they  believe  that  it  should  be  main- 
tained permanently  to  assist  in  preventing  car  Portages  in  the  future; 
that  while  there  are  a  large  number  of  idle  cars  at  the  present  time, 
practically  no  new  equipment  has  been  added  in  the  last  two  years; 
and  that  there  is  a  large  percentage  of  bad-order  cars  now  on  hand. 
They  urge  that  with  a  decrease  in  the  number  of  cars  in  the  country, 
and  with  business  generally  In  suspense  and  likely  to  increase  in  the 
near  future,  particularly  in  the  building  industry,  it  u  essmtial  to 
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conserve  the  car  supply  to  the  atmost  and  protect  it  b;  all  practical 
means ;  and  that  a  withdrawal  of  the  charge  would  soon  rerire  those 
conditions  which  made  necessary  its  establishment 

In  normal  times  of  brisk  lumber  business  interveners  on  behalf  of 
defendants  have  difficulty  in  obtaining  cars  for  direct  shipments 
from  the  mills  on  account  of  the  many  cars  of  lumber  billed  to  hold 
points  for  reconsignment.  In  times  of  car  shortage  cars  held  for 
reconsignment  congest  terminals  and  delay  direct  mill  shipments. 
The  penalty  charge  has  relieved  these  conditions  and  they  favor  its 
continuance. 

Complainants  argue  that  the  operators  of  the  small  mill,  who  are 
limited  as  to  capital  and  credit,  are  unable  to  carry  lumber  in  stock 
for  long  periods ;  that  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  sell  on  credit ;  that 
their  limited  output  will  not  warrant  the  heavy  cost  of  a  sales 
organization;  that  they  are  unacquainted  with  traffic  maiters  and 
mai^et  conditions ;  that  they  must  ship  their  lumber  as  soon  as  it  is 
available  and  must  realize  their  return  quickly;  and  that  therefore 
it  is  vital  to  the  continuance  of  their  business  to  have  ihe  right  to 
reconsign  without  any  restriction  of  that  right  by  the  imposition  of 
a  penalty  charge  when  cars  are  delayed  beyond  a  specified  limit. 
Complainants  also  assert  that  the  unrestricted  use  of  the  reconsign- 
ment privilege  is  beneficial  to  the  small  lumber  retailer  in  that,  by 
being  able  to  purchase  cars  of  lumber  in  transit,  quickly  available 
to  meet  his  needs,  he  requires  less  capital  and  less  yard  space,  end 
can  maintain  a  better  rounded  as  well  as  a  smaller  stock  on  hand, 
with  less  loss  through  fiuctuations  in  price,  than  if  compelled  to  pur- 
chase directly  from  the  mills  at  distant  points;  and  that  with  his 
limited  capital  the  small  retailer  could  not  maintain  a  purchasing 
force  to  ascertain  the  financial  rating  and  standing  of  small  mills 
and,  in  the  absence  of  the  wholesaler  upon  whom  he  now  relies  for 
any  contractual  guaranty  concerning  the  lumber,  would  be  com- 
pelled to  buy  from  the  large  mills  or  the  large  retailers  at  prices 
higher  than  prevail  on  transit  lumber. 

No  evidence  has  been  submitted  to  show  to  what  extent  the  penalty 
charge  has  been  applied  on  shipments  made  by  members  of  com- 
plainants' association.  A  representative  of  a  btrge  wholesale  firm 
testified  that  about  50  per  cent  of  the  lumber  handled  by  bis  firm  was 
shipped  to  a  hold  point  for  reconsignment,  but  that  90  per  cent  of 
these  shifmientg  were  reconsigned  before  they  reached  the  reconsign- 
ment point  His  firm  handled  a  large  number  of  cars  in  1920,  bat 
the  penalty  was  applied  on  only  six  of  its  cars.  That  the  penalty 
was  applied  on  but  few  shipments  may  be  due  to  the  fact  that  this 
firm  has  extensive  assembly  yards  and  a  large  sales  organization. 
We  are  not  concerned  with  the  method  by  which  complainants'  mem- 
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beiB  conduct  their  business.  It  ma;  properly  be  pointed  out  that  the 
placing  of  shipments  in  transit  with  the  intention  of  selling  them 
-while  they  are  on  the  rails  of  the  carriers  inevitably  results  In  deten- 
tion to  some  cars.  The  small  mill  is  constantly  tempted  to  put  cars 
on  the  rails  to  secure  an  advance  from  the  wholesaler,  even  though 
trade  conditions  are  such  that  thfere  is  no  possibility  of  disposing  of 
the  lumber  within  a  reasonable  time  after  the  cars  reacdi  the  hold 
point.  When  the  shipment  reaches  the  hold  point  and  the  market  is 
rising,  the  wholesaler  has  an  incentive  to  hold  the  shipment  awaiting 
further  advance  in  price.  On  a  falling  market  the  consumer  defers 
purchase. 

Complainants  argue  that  since  defendants  established  the  transit 
arrangement  and  maintained  it  for  a  number  of  years  without  limit 
as  to  the  time  shipments  might  be  held  for  reconsignment,  and  pro- 
vided that  freight  may  be  reconsigned  subject  to  demurrage  charges 
which  were  and  now  are,  to  a  certain  extent,  graduated,  the  carriers 
have  recognized  the  right  of  a  shipper  to  delay  giving  reconsignment 
instructions  and  to  hold  cars  beyond  the  expiration  of  the  free  time. 

A  railroad's  function  is  to  move  traffic.  The  furnishing  of  storage 
is  not  a  primary  function.  The  free  time  provided  for  loading, 
unloading,  and  reconsignment  has  been  fixed  as  the  reasonable  time 
within  which  cars  should  be  released  and  made  available  for  further 
movement  The  shipper  has  no  inherent  right  to  detain  a  car  beyond 
the  free  time  and  thus  prevent  it  from  being  used  for  transportation 
by  other  shippers.  Car  shortages  have  resulted  in  incalculable  loss 
in  the  past  both  to  the  carriers  and  the  shipping  public  as  a  whole, 
and  when  it  appears  that  shippers  detain  cars  for  purposes  other 
than  those  necessary  for  proper  transportation  the  carriers  are  justi- 
&e^  in  taking  steps  to  prevent  such  abuses. 

We  find  that  conditions  existing  at  the  time  warranted  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  penalty  charge  and  that  it  was  not  unreasonable  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  There  is  now  a  large  surplus  of  serviceable 
empty  cars,  and  generally  speaking  no  congestion  in  the  country. 
In  the  past  car  shortages  at  times  have  followed  quickly  upon 
periods  of  car  surplus.  It  is  impossible  to  forecast  the  continuance 
of  present  conditions,  or  what  will  be  the  conditions  when  the  normal 
stride  in  business  is  reached.  We  are  of  the  view  that  there  is  no 
justification  for  the  charge  at  the  present  time  and  we  find  that 
while  present  conditions  continue  it  is  and  will  be  unreasonable. 

The  respondents  in  the  suspension  case  have  justified  the  cancel- 
lation of  the  penalty  charge. 

It  should  be  clearly  understood  that  our  approval  of  the  elimina- 
tion of  the  charge  at  this  time  is  based  solely  on  existing  conditions, 
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and  is  not  to  be  construed  as  an  inhibition  on  the  carriers  to  public 
penalty  charges  in  the  future  if  and  when  conditions  warrant. 

There  remains  for  consideration  the  proposal  of  the  Chicago, 
Peoria  &  St.  Louis  Railroad  Company  to  cancel  the  $3  reconsignment 
charge  on  lumber  when  instructions  are  received  prior  to  arrival  of 
car,  and  to  reduce  the  charge  from  $7  to  $3  when  instructiona  are 
received  after  arrival  of  car.  Little  evidence  was  produced  witi 
respect  to  the  changes  in  reconsigmnent  charges  thus  proposed.  The 
charges  of  $3  and  $7  now  in  effect  are  generally  uniform  on  all  rail- 
roads throughout  the  country  and  were  approved  by  us  in  the  Reeon- 
eignment  Case,  supra.  This  respondent's  traffic  manager  testified 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  proposed  charges  were  compensatory,  but 
admitted  that  he  had  made  no  close  study  as  to  the  service  rendered 
under  recoosignment.  Upon  the  record  before  us  we  are  of  opinion 
and  hnd  that  this  respondent  has  not  justified  its  proposed  schedule. 

By  tariff  effective  September  6, 1921,  the  Toledo,  St  Louis  &  West- 
em  Railroad  Company  made  its  charge  for  reconsignmeot  of  lumber 
at  junction  points  $3,  irrespective  of  whether  the  instructions  were 
received  prior  or  subsequent  to  arrival  of  car,  but  the  lawfulness  of 
that  tariff  is  not  in  issue  in  this  proceeding. 

The  complaints  in  the  subnumbers  will  be  retained  on  our  docket 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  complainants  therein  opportunity  to 
present  evidence,  if  they  so  desire,  as  to  whether  the  charges  col- 
lected were  applicable  under  the  tariffs. 

Appropriate  orders  will  be  entered.  Any  applications  by  the 
carriers  for  permission  to  cancel  the  charge  on  less  than  statutory 
notice  will  receive  consideration. 

wi.c.a 
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No.  10283.* 
SWIFT  ft  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ATCHISON,  TOPEKA 
&.  SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Suhmitted  Octobw  10,  1919.    Decided  February  13,  19a. 


Carload  rates  on  pulled  wool  In  the  gteaae,  la  macblne-presaed  bales,  from 
Cblcago,  IlL,  to  points  In  trunk  line  terrltorr  and  New  EogUind  fonnd 
iiD  reasonable.     Bates  not  exceeding  tbe  contemporaneoos  rule-26  rates, 
tDinitDiun  32,000  potuds,  prescribed  for  tbe  future.     Proportional  rates 
and  minima  from  Mississippi  River  crossings  fbund  not  unreasonable. 
Reparation  denied. 
li.  D.  Rynder,  H.  K.  Crafts,  and  M.  W.  Manker  for  complainants. 
B.  R.  Hargia  for  Wilson  &  Company,  intervener. 
Douglas  Swift  and  D.  T,  Lawrence  for  defendants. 
Repobt  of  ths  Couhission. 
Bt  trs  CoMHisaiON : 

These  cases  present  similar  issues,  were  consolidated  for  hearing, 
and  will  be  disposed  of  in  one  report.  Exceptions  were  filed  by  com- 
plainants to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner,  and  we  have 
reached  conclusions  differing  from  those  which  he  recommended. 

Complainants  and  intervener,  Wilson  &  Company,  are  corpora- 
tions engaged,  among  other  things,  in  shipping  wool.  By  complaints 
seasonably  filed  it  is  alleged  that  the  rates  applied  on  certain  ship- 
ments of  wool  in  the  grease,  in  machine-pressed  bales,  in  carloads, 
from  Chicago,  111.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Boston, 
Mass.,  and  various  other  named  destinations  in  trunk  line  territory 
and  New  England,  since  September,  1916,  were  unjust  and  unrea- 
sonable to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the  contemporaneous  fourth- 
class  rates,  minimum  32,000  pounds;  and  that  the  through  rates  on 
similar  shipments  from  South  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  to  said  destinations  were  unjust  and  unreasonable  to  the  ex- 
tent that  the  components  applied  east  of  tbe  Mississippi  River  or 
Chicago  exceeded  the  fourth-class  rates,  minimum  32,000  pounds, 

■Tbia  report  Inclndei  No.  103TS,  Annour  a  Compaii;  v.  Dlractvr  Oenenil,  m  Afoit, 
AtctilKiQ,  Toptta  A  SsbU  F*  BaUfra;  Coapaaj,  at  aL 
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contemporaneously  maintained  between  the  same  points.  Complain* 
unts  and  intervener  ask  for  reparation  and  for  the  establishment  of 
reasonable  rates  for  the  future. 

Charges  were  collected  on  the  shipments  from  Chicago  on  the 
basis  of  the  applicable  third-class  rates,  minimum  16,000  pounds. 
On  certain  of  the  shipments  from  South  St.  Joseph  and  Kansas  City 
fourth-class  rates,  minimum  24,000  pounds,  were  applied  to  Cliicago 
and  third-class  rates,  minimum  16,000  pounds,  beyond;  the  remain- 
ing shipments  from  these  points  were  charged  at  fourth-class,  mini- 
mum 24,000  pounds,  to  the  Mississippi  Kiver  crossings,  plus  pro- 
portional commodity  rates,  minimum  24,000  pounds,  beyond,  appli> 
cable  on  wool  in  the  grease  in  sacks  or  in  bales  of  a  density  less  than 
19  pounds.per  cubic  foot.  The  Mississippi  River  combinations  were 
lower  than  those  based  on  Chicago,  and  defendants  concede  over-  ■ 
charges  on  shipments  which  were  subjected  to  the  latter  basis. 

The  shipments  consisted  of  pulled  wool,  i.  e.,  wool  pulled  from 
the  hide  of  dead  sheep,  as  distinguished  from  wool  shorn  from  live 
animals.  Pulled  wool  contains  less  dirt  and  grease  than  sheared 
wool  and  is  more  valuable.  The  prewar  value  of  pulled  wool  was 
about  40  cents  per  pound.  During  the  war  it  was  worth  as  much  as 
$1.25  per  pound,  and  at  the  time  of  hearing,  in  February,  1919,  from 
60  to  80  cents  per  pound.  The  shipments  made  by  Swift  &  Company 
in  36-foot  cars  averaged  26,369  pounds  from  Chicago  and  29,229 
pounds  from  South  St,  Joseph.  Those  made  by  Armour  &  Company 
averaged  29,422  pounds  from  Chicago  and  33,021  pounds  from 
Kansas  City,  Defendants  show  that  the  shipments  from  South  St. 
Joseph  and  Kansas  City  combined  averaged  28,414  pounds  per  36- 
foot  car,  those  from  Chicago  26,946  pounds,  and  that  all  of  the  ship- 
ments concerned  averaged  27,362  pounds.  The  weight  of  the  bales 
ranged  from  336  to  360  pounds  each.  It  was  testified  that  90  bales 
can  be  loaded  in  a  36-foot  car.  The  density  of  the  wool  varied  from 
12  to  16.5  pounds  per  cubic  foot. 

The  third-class  rating  applied  on  the  shipments  from  Chicago  was 
established  for  general  application  within  official  territory  following 
our  decision  in  Traugott  Schmidt  db  Sons  v,  Sf.  C  /?.  B.  Go.y  M 
I.  C.  C,  684.  We  said  in  that  case  that  within  official  territory  wool 
in  carloads  might  well  take  third-class  rates,  minimum  16,000  pounds. 
It  had  previously  been  rated  second  class,  minimum  10,000  pounds. 
Complainants  contend  that  this  suggestion  was  based  solely  upon 
our  consideration  of  facts  relating  to  the  transportation  of  wool  in 
sacks  and  that  we  were  probably  not  informed  concerning  the  large 
movement  of  wool  in  machine-pressed  bales  which  readily  load  in 
excess  of  24,000  pounds  per  car.  In  the  case  cited  tiie  evidence 
showed  that  the  weight  of  domestic  wool  in  bags  did  not  exceed 
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15,000  or  16,000  pounds  per  car.  Oar  report  does  not  indicate  that 
ve  gave  consideration  to  the  rating  on  wool  in  machine-preased 
bales. 

In  Transportation  of  Wool,  Bides,  and  Pelts,  23  I.  C.  C,  161, 
26  I.  C.  C,  185,  26  I.  C.  C,  675,  hereinafter  called  the  Wool  Investi- 
gation,  we  recommended  for  the  movement  in  western  territory  of 
wool  in  the  grease,  in  sacks  and  bales,  a  less-than-carload  rating  of 
second  class  and  a  carload  rating  of  fourth  class,  minimum  24,000 
pounds  per  standard  36-foot  car.  These  ratings  were  thereafter 
published  in  the  western  classification  and  are  now  in  effect.  On 
through  shipments  from  western  points  to  eastern  destinations  we 
found  reasonable  specific  commodity  rates  to  and  from  the  Missis- 
sippi Kiver  and  said,  23  I.  C.  C,  151,  176: 

The  rates  bo  eatabllBhed  may  be  named  b;  the  carriers  either  as  Joint  through 
rates  or  as  proportional  rates  up  to  and  from  the  MlsslsBlppi  River  or  anf 
other  point  selecte*]  as  the  equivalent ;  bnt  they  should  be  applied  oqIj  to  an 
actual  through  moTement  and  should  not  be  applied  when  the  traffic  has  been 
unloaded,  taken  possession  of  by  the  slUpper,  and  rebllled  from  the  Intermedtat* 
point 

For  wool  in  machine-pressed  bales  having  a  density  of  19  pounds 
or  more  per  cubic  foot,  minimum  32,000  pounds  for  36-foot  cars, 
these  proportional  commodity  rates  wero  approximately  16  per  cent 
less  than  the  corresponding  rates  on  wool  in  sacks,  minimum  24,000 
pounds.  West  of  the  Mississippi  River  the  proportionals  on  the 
latter  wool  were  slightly  lower  than  the  fourth-class  rates  under  the 
western  classification,  the  proportionals  on  the  machine-pressed  bales 
being  still  lower  by  16  ptsr  cent.  East  of  the  Mississippi  Ri^er  the 
proportionals  on  both  classes  of  wool  were  somewhat  higher  than 
the  fourth-class  rates  under  the  official  classification,  the  latter  being 
about  47  per  cent  of  the  first-class  rates,  while  the  proportionals 
on  the  wool  in  sacks  and  on  the  wool  in  machine-pressed  bales  were 
about  65  and  60  per  cent,  respectively.  The  rates  so  fixed  from  the 
Mississippi  Biver  to  Boston,  for  example,  exceeded  the  fourth-class 
rates  by  7  and  2  cents,  respectively.  As  aforesaid,  the  components 
applied  east  of  the  Mississippi  Kiver  on  the  shipments  from  South 
St.  Joseph  and  Kansas  City  under  consideration  herein  were  the 
proportional  rates  on  wool  in  sacks  or  bales  of  a  lesser  density  than- 
19  pounds  per  cubic  foot,  minimum  24,000  pounds. 

In  Fox't  Sons  v.  B.  cfi  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  49  I.  C.  C,  656,  we  found  that 
the  third-class  rates,  minimum  16,000  pounds,  as  applied  to  the 
transportation  of  South  American  and  Australian  imported  wool  in 
the  grease,  in  machine-pressed  bales,  from  Boston  and  New  York  to 
La  Porte,  Ind.,  were,  and  for  the  future  would  be,  unreasonable  to 
the  extent  that  they  exceeded  or  might  exceed  the  fourth-class  rates 
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contemporaneouslj  in  effect,  upon  a  minimum  not  exceeding  SSjOOO 
pounds.  The  rates  established  in  compliance  with  our  order  in  that 
case  were  not  restricted  to  import  traffic.  The  shipments  there  con- 
sidered consisted  of  sheared  wool  which  defendants  in  this  proceed- 
ing state  was  worth  from  23.5  to  33  cents  per  pound ;  8  of  the  ship- 
ments averaged  about  37,750  poiuds,  and  21  cars  from  Boston  aver- 
aged 27^98  pounds. 

The  reasonableness  of  the  ratings  on  wool  in  official  territory  and 
of  the  proportional  commodity  rates  on  western  wool  from  Missis- 
sippi Eiver  crossings  to  Boston  was  recently  considered  in  Boaten 
Wool  Trade  Asso.  v.  A.  (&  S.  Ry.  Co.,  64  I.  C.  C,  365,  horoinafter 
called  the  Boston  Wool  Case.  We  declined  to  prescribe  fouith-claa 
rates  on  wool  in  the  grease,  in  carloads,  for  general  applicati<m 
within  official  territory,  and  at  page  372  said : 

In  onr  Judgmeat  tbe  rating  of  third-class,  mlntmnm  16,000  pounds,  U  wcU 
suited  to  tbe  wool  produced  In  official  tenitoF;,  when  shipped  in  bags  or  sacks; 
and  tbe  ratlUK  of  fourth  class,  minimum  24,000  pounds,  is  likewise  weU  salted 
to  the  wool  produced  In  western  territory  when  similarly  shipped.  Wool  com- 
pressed to  a  high  density  In  machine-pressed  bales  is  entitled  to  relntlTely  lower 
rates,  but  this  Is  a  matter  which  Is  provided  for  tn  westcra  territory  by  tbe 
existing  commodity  rates,  and  which  can  and  should  be  provided  for  in  official 
territory,  In  the  exceptional  cases  where  it  Is  practicable  to  ship  in  large 
quantities  per  car,  by  the  establishment  of  similar  commodity  rates^  foUowing 
the  precedent  of  Pox'»  8oM  v.  B.  <£  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  lupra. 

Complainants  in  that  case  alleged  that  the  proportional  commodity 
rates  from  the  Mississippi  River  crossings  to  Boston  were  unreason- 
able to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  fourth  class,  minimum  24,000 
pounds,  on  shipments  in  sacks,  and  85  per  cent  of  fourth  class,  mini- 
mum 32,000  pounds,  on  shipments  in  bales.  We  found  that  the 
present  proportional  rates  were  not  unreasonable.  As  above  stated, 
these  rates  are  based  upon  those  prescribed  in  the  Wool  Invettigation. 
The  relation  of  the  present  proportional  commodity  rates  on  wool 
from  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  to  New  York  and  Boston  to  the  rule-26  and 
fourth-class  rates  is  indicated  below : 


To- 

Ruk3S. 
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, dezuitj  than  IB  pound!  p«T  cubic  tgot,  mluimom  3LO0O  poondL 

a  tuTlni  ft  deniltr  of  U  poundi  cc  man  per  iiubic  [oat,  mini  muni  31,IM0  poindi. 

We  find  that  the  proportional  commodity  rates  and  minima 
applicable  from  Mississippi  River  crossing!  on  shipments  originat- 
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ing  at  Kansu  City  and  South  St.  Joseph  were  not  and  are  not 
onrewionable. 

■  We  also  fonnd  in  the  Boston  Wool  C<ue  that  the  proportional 
lake-and-rail  rates  on  western  wool  in  the  grease  from  Duluth, 
Minn.,  to  Boston  and  the  proportional  all-rail  rates  from  Missis- 
sippi River  crossings  to  Boston  on  wool  in  the  grease  originating 
at  points  in  Texas  were  unreasonable  to  Uie  extent  that  they  exceeded 
55  per  cent  of  the  oontemporaneous  first-class  rates,  minimum  24,000 
pounds,  subject  to  rule  34,  for  shipments  in  bags  or  sacks,  and  50 
per  cent  of  first  class,  minimum  32,000  pounds,  subject  to  rule  34,  for 
shipments  in  machine-pressed  bales. 

The  kind  of  wool  herein  considered  originates  in  the  far  west. 
It  contains  more  dirt  and  grease  and  consequently  is  heavier  than 
the  wool  produced  in  official  territory.  Clearly  the  rates  on  such 
wool  from  Chicago  should  be  lower  than  the  third-class  basis  appli- 
cable throughout  official  territory  which  we  have  found  appropriate 
for  application  on  the  lighter  eastern  wool;  and  they  should  bear 
a  fair  relation  to  the  proportional  commodity  rates  on  western 
wool  fran  the  Mississippi  Biver  crossings.  In  the  following  table 
are  shown  the  present  first-class,  rule-26,  and  fourth-class  rates  from 
Chicago  to  Kew  York  and  Boston  and  rates  based  on  the  percentages 
of  first  class  prescribed  in  the  Boston  Wool  Case: 


To- 
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In  no  case  except  Fox's  Sons  v.  B.  cfi  A,  R.  R.  Co.,  supra,  have  we 
prescribed  carload  commodity  rates  as  low  as  fourth  class  for  appli- 
cation on  wool  in  the  grease  within  olTlcial  territory.  And,  as  already 
shown,  tiie  rates  fixed  in  that  case  were  not  prescribed  on  purely  local 
traffic.  We  have  frequently  held  that  proportional  rates  may  prop- 
erly be  somewhat  lower  than  the  corresponding  local  rates, 

Defendants  urge  that  the  local  rates  from  Chicago  to  the  east  should 
be  so  adjusted  that  combinations  on  that  point  will  not  be  lower  than 
the  joint  rates  or  the  Mississippi  Biver  combinations  applicable  on 
through  shipments  from  western  points,  plus  transit  charges.  The 
present  transit  charge  is  3.5  cents  per  100  pounds.  The  present  dif- 
ferenoe  between  the  fourth-class  rates  from  Missouri  Kiver  cities  to 
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East  St.  Louis  and  Chicago  is  8  cents.  Upon  this  basis  the  local  rates 
from  Chicago  should  be  not  less  than  82  cents  to  New  Ytwk  and  87 
cents  to  Boston  upon  wool  in  machine-pressed  bales,  minimnin  SS^OOO 
pounds,  and  would  approximate  the  present  nile-26  rates. 

We  find  that  defendants'  present  rates  on  pulled  wool  in  the  grease, 
in  machine-pressed  bales,  in  carloads,  from  Chicago  to  the  destina- 
tions named  in  the  complaints,  are  and  for  the  future  will  be  un- 
reasonable to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  or  may  exceed  the  nile-26 
rates  contemporaneously  in  effect  from  Chicago  to  the  same  pcdnts, 
TniTiiTniim  32,000  pounds,  subject  to  rule  34. 

The  question  remains  whether  the  rates  from  Chicago  were  un- 
reasonable in  the  past.  As  we  have  seen,  these  rates  have  been  main- 
tained on  the  basis  of  third  class  for  many  years,  and  that  basis  re- 
sulted from  our  suggestion  in  Traugott  Schmidt d:  Sana  t.  Si.  C.  R.  R. 
Co.,  supra.  Under  the  circumstances  and  upon  the  record  herein,  we 
find  that  the  third-class  rating  and  rates  as  applied  on  shipments 
made  by  complainants  and  intervener  from  Chicago  are  not  shown  to 
have  b^  unreasonable  in  the  past,  and  aocordin^y  the  prayer  for 
reparation  will  he  denied.   An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.  11510. 

TANNERS'  COUNCIL  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  OF 
AMERICA  ET  AL. 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Sutmitted  Uarok  3, 1921.    Deddoa  Febrwiry  11, 1922. 


Rate  cbarged  on  Imported  pickled  sbeep  aklna.  In  carloada,  from  Paclflc  coast 
ports  to  Atlantic  seaboard  deattnatlonR  found  to  bave  been  applicable,  but 
onreaaoDable.    Beparatton  awarded. 

C.  R.  Marthall  and  Charleg  E.  BeU  for  complainants. 

John  F.  Finerty  for  defendant. 

Rbfoiit  of  the  Commission. 
DivifiioN  3,  Commissioners  Haix,  Eastman,  and  FomsR. 
Hall,  Commissioner: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainants  and  defendant  to  the  report 
proposed  b;  the  examiner,  and  the  case  was  orally  argued. 

Complainants  are  an  association  organized  to  foster  and  deyelop 
the  leather  industry  and  seven  importers  of  sheep  skins  having  their 
principal  places  of  business  at  Boston  and  Peabody,  Mass.,  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.  By  complaint  filed  June  6,  1920,  they 
allege  that  the  fifth-class  rate  of  $2,375  charged  by  defendant  on 
numerous  shipments  of  pickled  sheep  skins,  in  carloads,  minimum 
weight  36,000  pounds,  from  Pacific  coast  porta,  including  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif.,  and  Vancouver,  British,  Columbia,  to  various  destina- 
tions in  Atlantic  seaboard  territory  between  June  25,  1918,  and  Feb- 
ruary 15, 1919,  was  unjust  and  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory, 
and  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  a  commodity 
rate  of  $1.25,  minimum  weight  86,000  pounds,  contemporaneously 
applied  on  domestic  shipments  of  sheep  slats  (green),  in  carloads, 
and  subsequently  established  on  imported  pickled  sheep  skins.  Repa- 
ration only  is  sought.    Rates  are  stated  in  amounts  per  100  pounds. 

The  sheep  skins  comprised  in  these  shipments  were  imported  from 
New  Slealand  and,  prior  to  the  armistice,  were  used  entirely  in  the 
manufacture  of  leather  jerkins  for  the  army.  In  the  spring  of  1918 
it  was  estimated  that  the  supply  of  native  skins  would  not  be  suf- 
ficient to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  army  and  encouragement  was 
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given  by  various  govemmental  agencies  to  the  importation  of  sUns 
from  New  Zealand.  During  the  balance  of  that  year  and  the  early 
part  of  1919  they  moved  in  great  volume.  During  1918  one  com- 
plainant received  14,000,000  pounds,  averaging  49,607  pounds  per 
car.  From  July  21,  1918,  to  February  3,  1919,  19,611,000  pounds 
arrived  through  the  port  of  San  Francisco. 

In  August,  1916,  the  carriers  established  an  import  commodity  rate 
of  $1  on 

Sbeep  Peltt,  pickled,  In  barrels,  mlnimara  carload  weight  80,000  pounds, 
applying  from  Pacific  coast  points  to  eastern  territory.  This  rate, 
together  with  all  other  import  rates,  was  canceled  on  June  25,  1918, 
pursuant  to  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Kail- 
roads-  Some  import  rates  were  reestablished  on  July  1,  1918,  but 
not  that  on  pickled  sheep  pelts.  On  February  16,  1919,  an  import 
rate  of  $1.25  became  effective  on 

Hides,  viz:  Cattle,  Goat,  Sheep,  gre«n  or  green  salted.  In  bundles,  or  ptcbted 
In  barrels,  Mln.  G.  L.  welgbt  86,000  poonds. 

Rate  named  will  also  applj  on  Skins  of  Sbeap,  Lamtw  or  Qoats,  pickled  In 
barrels. 
This  rate  was  reduced  to  $1.10  on  May  29,  1919. 

Contemporaneously  with  the  $1  import  rate  a  domestic  rate  of  $1 
applied  from  Pacific  coast  ports  to  eastern  territory  on 

Hldea  (green).  Cattle  Tails  (green).  Pig  Skins  (green).  Sheep  Slats  (green), 
and  Sheep  Pelts  (green),  in  bundles,  mln.  C.  L.  Wt.  30,000  lbs. 

Gross  weight  at  point  of  origin  less  three  per  cent  for  preserratlTefl  (bnt 
not  less  than  net  invoice  weight)  will  appl7,  shipments,  however,  being  snbject 
to  mln.  C.  L.  weight  of  80,000  lbs. 

The  minimum  weight  was  increased  to  36,000  pounds  on  June  24, 
1918,  the  rate  to  $1.25  on  June  25,  1918,  by  general  order  No.  28, 
and  both  were  in  effect  on  domestic  shipments  during  the  period  of 


Complainants'  main  contaitions  are  that  defendant's  failure  to 
apply  the  latter  rate  and  minimum  weight  on  these  import  ship- 
ments resulted  in  overcharges,  and  that  the  rate  assessed  was  ua- 
reasonable  to  the  extent  above  indicated. 

Some  of  the  shipments  were  billed  as  pickled  sheepskins  and 
others  as  pelt«.  The  tariff  publishing  the  domestic  commodity  rate 
carried  a  rule  providing  that  the  rates  therein  were  specific  and  must 
not  be  applied  to  analogous  articles,  but  complainants  insist  tJbat 
pickled  sheepskins  or  pelts  and  sheep  slats  (green)  are  identical  and 
that  the  same  rate  is  applicable  thereon.  The  western  classification, 
which  governed,  under  the  heading  "goat  or  sheep  hides,  pelts  or 
skins,  not  dressed  nor  tanned"  provided  separate  entries  for  "  green 
or  green  salted  "  and  "  pickled." 
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Pickled  sheep  pelts  or  skins  are  closely  analogous  to  sheep  slats 
(green)  and  very  similar  in  appearance  but  are  not  the  same  in  the 
sense  that,  nnder  the  tariff  rule,  the  rate  on  the  latter  would  be 
applicable  to  the  former.  It  appears  to  be  undiluted  that  each  is 
the  skin  of  a  sheep  from  which  the  wool  has  been  removed.  The 
difference  between  the  two  lies  in  the  different  results  obtained  from 
using  different  preserrstivee  and  different  processes  of  preserving. 

From  a  transportation  standpoint  a  sheep  slat  (green)  is  the  ddn 
of  a  sheep  from  which  the  wool  has  been  removed  and  on  the  flesh 
side  of  which,  while  still  moist,  salt  has  been  sprinkled.  Salt  so  ap- 
plied is  absorbed  in  the  tissues  and  will  preserve  the  skin  from  de- 
terioration for  about  three  weeks.  After  salting,  the  skins  are  folded 
into  bundles  for  shipment.  Hides  so  treated  are  accepted  and  known 
as  green  hides,  and  sometimes  as  green  salted  hides. 

In  pickling,  the  skin,  after  the  wool  has  been  removed,  is  put  into 
a  bath  to  remove  the  depilatory  fluid  and  then  immersed  in  a  solu- 
tion of  water,  salt,  and  sulphuric  acid.  After  immersion  for  ten 
minutes  the  solution  is  strengthened  and  the  skins  remain  in  it  for 
about  three  hours.  They  are  then  removed,  drained,  and  graded,  and 
in  two  or  three  days  are  ready  to  be  packed  for  shipment.  A  skin  so 
treated  will  be  immune  from  decomposition,  heating,  and  ordinary 
weather  effects  for  at  least  two  years.  When  ready  for  shipment 
the  skins  are  folded  into  bundles  of  half  a  dozen  or  a  dozen,  put 
into  casks,  and  generally  trodden  down  for  tight  packing.  The  cask 
when  filled  is  headed,  but  no  brine  is  put  in.  Pickled  skins  can  be 
shipped  in  bundles.  Domestic  skins  are,  but  those  imported  are 
always  in  casks  because  of  the  packing  requirements  of  the  steam- 
ship lines. 

Complainants  assert  that  prior  to  the  establishment  of  import 
rates  on  "  pickled  sheep  pelts  "  import  shipments  of  this  commodity 
moved  from  the  Pacific  ports  at  the  domestic  rates  applicable  on 
"sheep  slats  (green)."  The  first  shipments  here  in  controversy  were 
originally  billed  at  this  $1.25  domestic  rate  and  were  subsequently 
further  billed  for  the  balance  of  the  charges  on  the  basis  of  the 
fiftti-claSB  rate.  Such  facts  as  these  hardly  constitute  admission 
against  interest.  On  the  contrary,  they  tend  to  show  discovery  and 
c(HTection  of  what  defendant  conceived  to  be  errors.  We  find  ihtA 
the  domestic  rate  on  sheep  slats  (green)  was  not  applicable  on  int- 
ported  pickled  sheepskins. 

By  reason  of  the  packing  in  casks  heavier  loading  of  cars  could 
be  effected  with  less  effort  than  if  the  skins  had  moved  in  loose 
bundles.  Thus  in  one  instance,  referred  to  as  typical,  78  casks, 
aggregating  78,000  pounds,  were  loaded  into  one  car.  In  another, 
the  shipment  moved  in  a  gondola  car,  which  it  conld  not  have  done 
without  risk  of  damage  if  in  bundles.  A  witness  for  one  jiom-  . 
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plsinant  testified  that  it  had  never  filed  a  damage  claim  on  New 
Zealand  pickled  sheep  skins  in  casks,  but,  in  one  season,  had  filed 
claims  aggregating  $12,000  or  more  on  sheep  slats  (green).  Com- 
plainants accordingly  urge  that  these  imported  skins  should  reason- 
ably be  accorded  a  rat«  even  lower  than  the  domestic  rate  on  sheep 
slats  (green).    Complainants  also  introduced  rate  comparisons. 

The  former  general  freight  agent  of  one  of  the  transcontinental 
roads  which  participate  in  the  transportation  and  the  assistant  gen- 
eral freight  agent  of  another,  as  well  as  the  former  general  frei^t 
agent  of  one  of  the  deliveriiig  lines,  testified  that  from  a  transporta- 
tion standpoint  there  was  no  difference  between  imported  pickled 
sheep  skins  and  domestic  sheep  slats  (green)  which  would  warrant 
the  application  of  a  higher  rate  on  the  one  than,  on  the  other. 
Neither  the  classification  rating  nor  the  level  of  the  fifth-class  rate, 
as  such,  is  under  attack. 

Defendant  contends  that  all  domestic  transcontinental  commodity 
rates,  including  the  rate  of  $1.25  on  sheep  slats  (green),  were 
depressed  because  of  water  competition  through  the  Panama  Canal, 
and  that  the  evidence  fails  to  show  that  $2,375  was  more  th&n  a 
reasonable  maximum  rate.  It  appears  that  water  competition 
through  the  canal  influenced  the  measure  of  the  domestic  trans- 
continental rate  on  hides  when  originally  established,  but  has  not 
continued  to  exert  any  appreciable  influence.  One  indication  of 
this  is  the  absence  of  any  departure  from  the  fourth  section  in  the 
form  of  higher  rates  from  intermediate  points.  It  is  a  matter  of 
common  knowledge  that  there  was  little  movement  of  coastwise 
traffic  through  the  canal  until  after  the  reestablishment  of  the  export 
commodity  rate  on  February  15,  1919,  partly  because  of  a  slide 
shortly  after  the  opening  of  the  canal,  which  for  several  months 
obstructed  traffic,  and  because  during  the  war  vessels  were  withdrawn 
from  the  coastwise  trade  and  were  not  returned  thereto  in  any  con- 
siderable number. 

In  Transcontinental  Rates,  46  I.  C.  C,  236,  we  found  in  June, 
1917,  that  water  competition  between  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  coast 
ports  had  ceased  and  ordered  commodity  rates  on  all  but  a  few  speci- 
fied articles,  both  eastbound  and  westbound,  to  be  revised  in  such 
manner  as  to  bring  them  into  accord  with  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  the  act.  Many  increases  in  transcontinental  rates  re. 
suited,  but  the  rate  on  hides  was  not  increased  for  the  reason,  as 
testified  by  the  assistant  general  freight  agent  of  one  transcontinental 
line,  that  there  were  few  tanneries  on  the  coast  and  many  of  the 
hides  would  have  been  wasted  unless  transported  to  the  east  on  low 
rates. 

Of  the  seven  complainant  importers,  three  were  dealers  in  sheep 
■kins,  and  four  tanners. 
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DefendaDt  admits  on  brief  that,  if  the  ntee  are  found  unreason- 
able per  ae,  the  four  tanners  ere  entitled  to  reparation,  but  not  the 
three  dealers,  because  they  did  not  bear  the  transportation  charges. 

It  is  testified  &at  all  imported  sheep  skins  handled  by  two  of  the 
three  dealers  were  bought  for  their  own  account  and  resold,  and 
tbat  in  no  instance  did  they  act  in  the  capacity  of  factors  or  brokers. 
A  witness  called  by  the  third  dealer.  Booth  &  Company,  testified  that 
prior  to  the  signing  of  the  armistice  that  complainant  bought  the 
skins  and  resold  them  at  government  prices,  paying  and  bearing 
the  transportation  charges,  but  that  after  the  armistice  it  acted  as 
factor  for  certain  foreign  consignors  who  are  not  complainants  in 
this  proceeding  and  charged  back  to  them  the  freight  charges. 
Powers  of  attorney  executed  by  these  foreign  consignors  after  the 
complaint  was  filed,  and  purporting  to  authorize  this  complainant 
to  collect  any  sums  due  them  as  reparation  on  shipments  sold  for 
them  during  1918,  were  introduced  in  evidence  over  the  objection  of 
defendant. 

During  part  of  the  period  of  movement  the  prices  of  sheep  skins 
were  fixed  by  governmental  authority,  with  the  result  that  the  price 
at  which  the  dealers  or  brokers  could  sell  was  limited  to  the  cost  of  the 
skins  in  New  Zealand,  for  which  a  maximum  price  was  established, 
plus  all  transportation  and  other  costs,  plus  an  allowance  of  5  per 
cent  of  the  total  for  commission  or  profit.  In  some  instances  the 
prices  received  by  complainants  did  not  cover  all  of  these  items.  In 
all  instances  where  the  skins  were  purchased  by  the  tanners  through 
brokers  the  prices  paid  were  for  the  delivered  articles.  The  trans- 
portation charges,  as  such,  were  paid  and  borne  by  the  brokers 
except  in  the  instances  above  noted,  where  sales  were  made  on  a 
commission  basis  after  the  signing  of  the  armistice.  Defendant 
contends  that  on  such  shipments  complainants  were  not  damaged, 
because  they  would  not  have  received  any  more  profit  if  the  lower 
ratas  had  been  in  effect,  and  that  an  award  of  reparation  would 
permit  profits  in  excess  of  those  allowed  by  the  government.  Like 
contentions  have  been  considered  and  rejected  by  us  in  numerous 
decisions. 

In  Uie  complaint  reparation  is  asked  only  on  shipments  made 
between  June  25,  1918,  and  February  14,  1919,  inclusive,  on  which 
complainant  importers  paid  and  bore  the  freight  charges.  The  com- 
plaint was  not  subsequently  amended.  The  powers  of  attorney 
hereinbefore  mentioned  were  executed  on  various  dates  between 
June  12  and  August  5,  1920,  after  the  complaint  was  filed.  Their 
introduction  in  evidence  over  defendant's  objection  can  not  be  treated 
as  equivalent  to  amendment  of  the  complaint. 
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The  consignors,  who  bore  the  freight  chai^^es,  have  filed  no  com> 
plaint  wiUi  us  within  the  period  prescribed  by  section  206(c)  of  the 
trajisportation  act,  and  are  not  before  ua  as  parties  complainant 
Reparation  as  to  them  must  be  denied.  Oden  <fi  Elliott  t.  S.  A.  L. 
By,,  37  I.  C.  C,  345,  349 ;  67  I.  C.  C,  698. 

Upon  this  record  we  find  that  the  charges  collected  on  shipments 
of  imported  pickled  sheep  skins  from  PacUc  coast  ports  to  eastern 
territory  between  June  25,  1918,  and  February  14,  1919,  both  inclu- 
sive, were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  charges 
based  upon  the  domestic  conunodity  rate  of  $1.25  per  100  pounds,  in 
carloads,  minimum  carload  weight  36,000  pounds,  applicable  from 
and  to  the  same  points  on  sheep  slats  (green).  We  further  find  that 
the  complainant  importers  made  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and 
bore  the  charges  thereon,  except  in  those  instances  in  which  cun- 
plainant  Booth  &  Company  acted  for  the  consignors  in  making  the 
payment;  and  that,  except  in  those  instances,  tiiey  have  bem  dam- 
aged and  are  entitled  to  reparation  in  the  amount  of  the  difference 
between  the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued  on 
the  basis  herein  found  reasonable.  Complainants  should  comply  with 
rule  V  of  the  Kules  of  Practice. 

Eastman,  Com.mia»ioner,  dissenting: 

While  I  agree  that  the  charges  upon  the  shipments  in  question 
should  not  have  exceeded  charges  based  upon  the  domestic  conunodity 
rate  of  $1.26  per  100  pounds,  I  base  this  conclusion,  not  upon  the 
theory  that  the  charges  collected  were  unreasonable  to  that  extent, 
but  upon  the  belief  that  the  domestic  commodity  rate  was  applica- 
ble. It  applied  to  "sheep  slats  (green)."  The  majority  state  that 
"a  sheep  slat  (green)  is  the  skin  of  a  sheep  from  which  the  wool  has 
been  removed  and  on  the  flesh  side  of  which,  while  still  moist,  salt 
has  been  sprinkled."  In  my  opinion  a  "sheep  slat  (green)"  is  the 
skin  of  a  sheep  from  which  the  wool  has  been  removed,  which  has  not 
been  cured  or  tanned,  and  which  has  been  treated,  if  at  all,  with  only 
a  temporary  preservative.  I  can  discover  no  warrant  for  restricting 
the  temporary  preservative  to  "salt."  Certainly  it  is  not  so  re- 
stricted in  the  note  which  is  included  in  the  domestic  commodity 
tariff  and  which  provides  for  the  deduction  from  gross  weight  tX 
point  of  origin  of  3  per  cent  for  "  preservatives."  Sheep  slats  treated 
with  salt  and  with  the  sulphuric-acid  solution  were  exhibited  at  the 
oral  argument  and  were  indistinguishable  in  appearance. 
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CHEVAUlBft  V.  DIBBOIOB  QENBRAL. 


No.  12352. 
C.  G.  CHEVAUER 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


SubmiUed  September  $,  1921.    Decided  Febrvarv  tO,  19tt. 


Rate  on  manganeie  ore,  la  carloads,  from  First  Ford,  Ta.,  to  Pittsbnrgb  and 
Sharpsbure,  Pa.,  fouad  on  reasonable.    Reparation  awarded. 

Barry  iS,  Elkint  for  complainant. 

John  F.  Finerty  and  J.  O.  Brooke  foe  defendant, 

RePORT  OT  THE  CoMHIflaiON. 

Division  8,  Comhissionebs  Hau,,  Eastman,  and  Caufbelu 
Bt  Division  3 ; 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner.    Our  conclusions  differ  from  those  reconunended  by 

G>mplainant  mines  manganese  ore.  By  complaint  filed  February 
21,  1921,  he  alleges  that  the  rate  of  $5.52  charged  on  20  carloads 
of  manganese  ore  shipped  between  March  3  and  June  2,  1919,  in- 
clusive, from  First  Ford,  Va.,  to  Pittsburgh  and  Shar^sburg,  Pa., 
was  unjust  and  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  $4.50. 
The  prayer  is  for  reparation.  Rates  are  stated  in  amounts  per 
long  ton. 

First  Ford  is  on  the  Narrows  branch  of  the  Norfolk  &  Western, 
12  miles  from  Narrows,  its  junction  with  the  main  line. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  Norfc^  &  Western  to  Circleville, 
Ohio,  and  the  Pennsylvania  beyond.  Cliarges  were  collected  at  the 
applicable  combination  rate  of  $6.52,  c<miposed  of  rates  of  5  cents 
per  100  pounds,  equivalent  to  $1.12  per  long  ton,  from  First  Ford  to 
Narrows,  Vs.,  and  $4.40  beyond.  Before  the  shipments  moved  com- 
plainant made  application  for  a  reduction  in  the  rate,  and  on  No- 
vember 25, 1919,  a  joint  rate  of  $4.50  was  established. 

The  distances  from  First  Ford  to  Pittsburgh  and  Sharpsburg 
over  the  routes  of  movement  are  570  and  580  miles,  respectively. 
Based  on  the  average  weight  of  the  shipments,  48.92  long  tons,  the 
earnings  under  a  rate  of  $4.50  would  have  been  $220.14  per  car,  38.6 
and  37.9  cents  per  car-mile,  and  7.9  and  7.8  mills  per  tou-mile.    Thla 
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rat«  compares  favorably  with  other  rates  contemp<M'aneoii£il7  in 
effect  on  the  same  commodity  in  the  same  general  territory  for  com- 
parable distances.    Ko  evidence  was  offered  by  the  defendant. 

We  find  that  the  rate  assailed  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
it  exceeded  $4.50  per  long  ton;  that  complainant  made  the  ship- 
ments as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  he 
has  been  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between 
the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rate 
found  reasonable;  and  that  he  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  in- 
terest Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Kules  of 
Practice. 
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STOP  FACE  OF  QOODS  IN  IBAKSII. 


IlfYBsmiATION  AND  SuSFEKSION  DoCKBT  Ko.  1482. 

STOPPAGE  OF  GOODS  IN  TRANSIT. 


Submitted  December  IS,  1921,    Decided  Feirttary  10,  iftM. 


PropOMd   rale  gorerniiiK  stoppage  of  goods  In  transltii  fooad  not  JustlOed, 
Suspended  scbedulea  ordered  canceled. 

J.  H.  Mooera  for  respondent. 
Olendy  B.  Arnold  for  protestant. 

Report  of  thi  Commisbign. 
DiTuioN  3,  CoHHiasioNEBB  Hall,  Eabthak,  anb  Campheix. 
Bt  Division  8 : 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  November  1, 1921,  respondent 
American  Railway  Express  Company  proposes  to  incorporate  in 
its  classification  the  following  rule  relative  to  stoppage  of  gooda 
in  transitu: 

Stofpaoe  IK  Tkanbit. 

Wben  Aipper  reqnests  tbe  Company  to  stop  a  sblpment  In  transit  (0.  O. 

D.  or  otherwise),  tiefore  dellverj  to  the  consignee,  or  to  surrender  same  at 

point  of  shipment  after  receipt  has  been  Issued,  shipper  must  be  required  U 

execute  agreement  for  stoppage  of  goods  In  transit  (Form  431),  as  follows: 

In  case  the  shipper  is  uulcnown  or  Irresponsible,  tbe  A<ent  most  require 
one  or  more  well  known  end  responsible  sureties  to  sign  with  him. 

AoaEiiuENT^STOPPAOB  OF  OooDB  IN  TBASsrr. 
Agent,  American  Railway  Express  Company  at 

The  undersigned   shipped  by   American    Railway   Express  Company   from 

on 192__,  shipment  consistli^  of 

,  marked . 

Pleaae  nse  all  available  means  to  stop  for the  above  mentioned 

articles  before  delivery  to  consignee  and   (Insert  here  disposition) 

and  In  consideration  of  yonr  efforts  In  behalf 

hereby  agree  to  pay  all  your  charges  and  to  Indemnify  Aicebican  Railway 
Emxsa  CouFANT  and  yourself  against,  and  to  save  said  Company  and  your- 
self barmless  from  any  suit  or  legal  proceedings,  loss,  damage,  liability,  ex- 
pense, counsel  fees,  cost  and  charges  arising  from  or  cansed  by  your  complying, 
or  BttMoptlng  to  comply  wltb  this  request 

Tbe  meaning  or  Intent  of  tUs  agreement  being  that  yon  are  to  act  ai 

agent  in  this  transaction,  but  are  not  to  be  liable  for  failure  to 

■top  the  atiove  mentioned  property. 

(To  be  signed  by  person  or  Brm  shiniing,  and  sealed  with  wax  or  wafer.) 

..     [L.  8.] 

[L.  S.] 
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Upon  protest  of  the  St.  Louis  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  schedules 
were  suspended  until  March  31, 1922. 

In  defense  of  the  rule  respondent  Gtat«s  that  frequently  it  is 
doubtful  whether  a  consignor  has  the  right  to  stop  goods;  that  in 
such  cases,  instead  of  refusing  to  comply  with  the  notice  or  demand, 
it  may  require  a  reasonable  time  to  investigate  the  matter;  that  if 
it  does  not  choose  to  assume  responsibility  for  delivery  to  either 
consignor  or  consignee,  it  may  resort  to  legal  proceedings  to  have 
the  question  determined;  and  that  this  procedure  might  result  in 
serious  delays  and  consequent  losses  and  depreciation  in  the  value  of 
shipments. 

To  protect  themselves  against  these  hazards  and  delays,  express 
companies  for  about  15  years  have  carried  in  their  books  of  rules 
and  regulations  a  rule  which  required  shippers  desiring  to  stop 
traffic  in  transitu  to  execute  an  indemnity  agreement  substantially 
the  sune  as  that  proposed  in  the  suspended  schedules.  The  proposed 
publication  in  the  classification  is  to  fully  advise  all  patrons  of  the 
requirement,  although  respondent  expresses  doubt  whether  section 
6  of  the  act  requires  or  permits  the  fihng  of  this  rule  as  part  of  the 
classification.  The  right  of  stoppage  in  transitu  exists  independent 
of  statute  and  can  not  he  added  to  or  curtailed  by  anything  in  the 
carrier's  tarifFa 

Respondent  contends  that  the  dispute  over  the  right  of  possession, 
if  any  arises,  is  one  between  the  consignor  and  the  consignee  in 
which  the  carrier  has  no  direct  interest,  and  that  it  may  properly 
require  such  an  agreement  from  the  shipper  under  the  circumstancea 

Protestant's  chief  contention  is,  in  effect,  that  the  right  of  stop- 
page in  transitu  is  one  that  a  carrier  can  not  restrict,  and  that  the 
requirement  that  a  shipper  enter  into  a  contract  of  indemnity  in 
the  form  proposed  as  a  condition  precedent  to  his  right  to  stop  is 
both  unlawful  and  unreasonable. 

Under  the  proposed  rule  respondent's  agent  may,  if  he  has  doubts 
as  to  the  financial  responsibility  of  a  consignor,  require  that  one  or 
more  well-known  and  responsible  sureties  sign  the  agreement  of 
indonnity.  This  clause  should  be  condemned  for  its  indefiniteness 
as  to  the  number  of  sureties  required,  if  for  no  other  reason.  It  also 
reposes  too  much  arbitrary  power  in  respondent's  agents  to  decide 
who  is  or  is  not  "  responsible."  Furthermore,  compliance  with  this 
provision  might  require  considerable  time  and  result  in  loss  of  the 
right  to  stop  because  of  delivery  at  destination. 

The  proposed  agreement  would  apparently  save  respondent  harm- 
less from  nearly  every  kind  of  loss  or  damage  incident  to  the  stop- 
page of  goods,  including  those  which  it  might  have  avoided.  It 
makes  no  exception  where  failure  to  stop  is  due  to  the  negligence  of 
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respondent  or  its  agents  and  might  be  construed  by  Uppers  as  an 
absolute  waiver  of  their  right  to  prosecute  «laimB  arising  from  such 
negligence. 

In  the  last  paragraph  of  the  proposed  agreement  is  the  following: 
"After  execution  of  this  indemnity  agreement,  Agent  mmj  give  the 
required  instructions;  *  *  *"  [italics  ours].  Such  terms  are 
inconsistent  with  recognition  by  respondent  of  any  duty  to  obey 
the  order  to  stop. 

We  find  that  the  proposed  schedules  have  not  been  justified.  An 
order  will  be  entered  requiring  their  cancellation. 

eeLca 


D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


INTERSTATE  COMMBBCB  COMMISSION  BBPOBTS. 


No.  1051  l.t 
WESTERN  PETROLEUM  REFINERS  ASSOCIATION 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  ALABAMA  &  VICKSBURG 
RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bubmitted  December  4,  1919.    Decided  Febrvaty  21,  1922. 


Ueasonable  maximum  rates  prescribed  ou  petroleum  and  Its  products  fron.  tk» 
Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas  and  from  Sbrereport,  La,  to  Kan- 
eas  City  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  other  points. 

CUford  Thorne,  Ralph  Mernam,  Fred  W.  Lehmann,  jr^  and 
Fayette  B.  Dow  for  complainant. 

C.  S.  Burffy  F.  E.  Andrews,  J.  N.  Davit,  and  H.  O.  Herhel  for 
defendants. 

E.  M.  HivJde  for  Louisiana  Oil  Refining  Corporation ;  y.  D.  Fiddt 
for  the  Caddo  Oil  &  Refining  Company  of  Louisiana ;  and  Ed.  P. 
Byars  for  Texas  Petroleum  Refiners  Association,  interveners. 
Report  of  the  Commission. 
Division  3,  Commissionebs  Metxr,  Hall,  and  Eabtuan, 
Hall,  Commissioner: 

Exceptions  'were  Bled  by  all  parties  to  tho  report  proposed  by  the 
examiners.    Our  conclusions  differ  from  those  recommended  by  them. 

Complainant,  an  association  of  producers,  refiners,  and  Uppers 
of  crude  petroleum  and  Its  products,  assails  the  rates  on  those  com- 
modities, in  carloads,  from  points  in  the  states  of  Texas  and  Louisiana 
to  points  in  various  other  states.  It  alleges  that  this  entire  rate 
structure  is  unjust  and  unreasonable,  that  the  rates  are  unduly  preju- 
dicial to  complainant  and  its  members  and  unduly  preferential  of 
competing  shippers  in  relation  to  and  as  compared  with  the  rates 
contemporaneously  maintained  from  other  and  similar  points  of 
origin  in  Texas,  Louisiana,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Missouri  to 
destinations  in  the  United  States,  especially  to  those  named  in  agent 
Leland's  I.  C.  C.  No.  1217,  and  further,  that  the  rates  assailed  are  in 
violation  of  section  10  of  the  federal  control  act.  We  are  asked  to 
prescribe  just  and  nondiscriminatory  rates.  Leland's  L  C.  C.  No. 
1217  names  rates  from  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  and  Texas  to  destina- 
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tions  in  36  states  and  in  Canada.  At  the  hearing  complainant  ez-  . 
cepted '  destinations  in  Arkansas  and  Louisiana.  It  also  abandoned 
its  assault  upon  rates  to  the  lower  Mississippi  Biver  crossings  and 
accordingly  rates  to  southeastern  points,  which  are  usually  made  b; 
combination  upon  those  crossings,  will  not  be  considered. 

The  rates  to  points  in  central  territory  are  also  attacked  in  the 
complaint.  These  are  largely  made  by  combinations  of  proportional 
rates  made  on  the  Mississippi  River  and  Chicago,  a  &w  on  the  Ohio 
BiTer.  At  Uie  hearing  it  was  stated  for  complainant  that  only  ths 
factors  up  to  the  rate-breaking  points  are  attacked. 

Thd  allegations  of  the  complaint  apparently  embrace  rates  from 
all  producing  fields  and  refineries  in  Texas  and  Louisiana,  but  the 
evidence  was  confined  to  the  rates  from  producing  and  refining  points 
in  what  are  known  as  the  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  fields  in  northern 
Texas  and  the  Shreveport  district  in  northwestern  Louisiana. 

We  may  therefore  stete  in  general  terms  that  the  rates  now  before 
us  for  review  are  those  on  petroleum  and  its  products,  as  defined 
in  the  current  western  classification,  from  producing  and  refining 
pointe  in  northern  Texas  and  the  Shreveport  district  in  Xx)uisiana 
to  points  in  Oklahoma  and  Kansas;  to  Missouri  Biver  cities,  such  as 
Kansas  City,  Omaha,  and  related  points ;  to  Mississippi  River  cross- 
ings, such  as  St.  Louis,  Hannibal,  Keokuk,  Dubuque,  and  Burling- 
ton; to  Chicago;  to  points  in  southwestern  Missouri  and  northeastern 
Kansas  intermediate  between  the  points  of  origin  and  St.  Louis 
and  Kansas  City;  and  generally  to  the  points  in  western  trunk  line 
territory  to  which  rates  were  established  from  refineries  in  the  mid- 
continent  field  following  Midcontinent  OH  Satea,  36  I.  C.  C,  109, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Mideontinent  Case, 

At  the  hearing  the  Shreveport  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  several 
oil  companies,  representing  producers  and  refiners  in  northwestern 
Louisiana,  and  the  Texas  Petroleum  Befiners  Association,  represent- 
ing Texas  producers  and  refiners,  were  allowed  to  intervene  in  sup- 
port of  the  complaint. 

Throughout  this  report  rates  will  be  stated  in  cente  per  100  pounds 
and,  except  as  otherwise  indicated,  are  those  in  effect  on  August  25, 
1920,  herein  termed  "  present  rates." 

According  to  the  record  the  first  discovery  of  oil  in  Texas  was 
made  near  Coraicana.  The  production  of  that  field  was  nearly  all 
consumed  within  the  state.  Later  a  large  production  developed  in 
the  vicinity  of  Beaumont  and  at  other  points  along  the  tiulf  coast. 
The  first  interstate  rates  on  petroleum  from  Texas  were  published 
from  points  in  the  Beaumont  field  to  points  in  Oklahoma  and  to  a 
few  rate-breaking  points  such  as  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis.  From 
time  to  time,  as  oil  was  discovered  in  other  parte  of  the  state  and 
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the  Sbreveport  district  and  refineries  were  constructed,  defendants 
geDeraUy  applied  the  Beamnont  rates.  The  result  is  tiiat  the  present 
rates  are  in  a  chaotic  condition.  For  example,  from  Oauiesville,  Tex., 
the  rate  on  refined  petroleum  to  Kansas  City,  461  miles,  is  89.6  cents, 
the  same  as  to  Chicago  for  at  least  twice  the  distance.  To  inter- 
mediate points  such  as  Fort  Scott,  Kans.,  and  Joplin,  Mo.,  Uie  rate 
is  47.5  cents.  To  Duluth,  Minn.,  it  is  46.6  cents.  Frhu  Shrereport 
to  Kansas  City  the  rate  is  IS  cents  higher  on  refined  petroleum  and  2 
cents  higher  on  crude  than  to  St.  Louis,  although  tiie  distances  are 
practically  the  same.  In  many  instances  there  are  no  commodity 
rates  from  Texas  points  to  aorthem  markets. 

Defendants  did  not  attempt  to  defend  or  justify  the  present  adjust- 
ment as  a  whole.  They  concede  that  the  rates  attacked  are  not 
properly  adjusted  and  that  readjustment  is  desirable  and  indeed 
necessary  for  both  shippers  and  carriers. 

In  the  Midconiinent  Case  we  bad  under  review  rates  on  petroleum 
and  its  products  from  refineries  in  the  midcontinent  field  to  all  im- 
portant points  in  western  trunk  line  and  trans-Missouri  territories 
as  well  as  to  other  points.  We  prescribed  reasonable  rates  to  cer- 
tain key  points,  and  the  carriers  in  establishing  these  rates  made 
them  applicable  to  groups  some  of  which  were  prescribed  or  ap- 
proved by  us.  All  parties  agree  that  the  readjustment  sought  should 
be  founded  upon  the  adjustment  prescribed  by  us  in  the  Midconti- 
nent Case  as  subsequently  established  by  defendants.  The  princi- 
pal competition  of  the  Texas  refiners  is  with  refineries  in  the  mid- 
continent  field,  and  it  is  their  custom  to  make  and  quote  prices  with 
reference  to  prices  at  Tulsa,  Okla. 

Before  considering  the  several  issues  the  evidence  introduced  by 
complainant  and  interveners,  which  bears  on  all  issues  and  is  of  the 
same  general  character  as  that  in  other  cases  covering  petroleum 
rates  in  the  same  general  territory,  may  be  summarized  as  foUows : 
Complainant's  members  compete  with  refineries  of  the  Standard 
Oil  Company  located  at  strategic  points  throughout  the  country, 
which  secure  their  crude  oil  through  pipe  lines  at  a  transportation 
cost  much  lower  than  the  rail  rates,  and  which  thus  have  a  decided 
advantage  in  the  distribution  of  petroleum  and  its  products  at  the 
important  centers  of  consumption.  If  relatively  low  rates  are  not 
established  upon  crude  oil  an  ever-increasing  volume  will  move 
through  the  pipe  lines,  thus  depriving  defendants  of  revenue.  Com> 
plainant's  members  furnish  tank  cars,  the  cost  of  which  has  in. 
creased  in  recent  years,  for  the  movement  of  their  products,  and 
receive  a  mileoge  allowance  from  defendants  which  is  inadequate 
to  cover  maintenance,  depreciation,  cost  of  operation,  taxes,  and  a 
reasonable  return  upon  the  investment.   The  value  of  petroleum  and 
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its  products  is  less  thao  the  average  valne  of  ell  carload  freight 
Loss  and  damage  claims  are  insignificant.  Ton-mile  and  ear-mile 
earnings  are  greater  than  the  earnings  on  all  freight  traffic  handled 
b7  defendants.  Fuel  oil  competes  mth  coal,  the  rates  on  which  are 
relatively  lower.  At  the  time  of  the  hearing  the  oil  industry  was  in  a 
depressed  condition  because  of  conditions  following  the  war  and 
necessitating  the  storage  of  great  quantities  of  oil. 

I.   OBOUPINa  OF  FHODOOINO  AND  REFINING  POINTS  IN  THE  BURKDUfiNETT 
AND    BANQEB    FIBU>S. 

The  rates  from  north  Texas  points  are  arranged  in  two  groups. 
One,  including  Burkbumett,  Wichita  Falls,  Iowa  Park,  Electra, 
Dallas,  Fort  Worth,  and  others,  will  be  termed  the  Burkbumett 
group.  The  other,  including  Banger,  Eastland,  Cisco,  Brownwood, 
and  others,  will  be  termed  the  Banger  group.  Bates  on  refined 
petroleum  from  the  Banger  group  are  generally  3  cents  higher  than 
those  from  the  Burkbumett  field.  To  points  in  Oklahoma  the  dif- 
ference is  5  cents.  Crude-oil  rates  from  the  Banger  group  to  Okla- 
homa points  and  to  Kansas  City  are  2.5  cents  higher  than  the  rates 
from  the  Burkbumett  group.  Bates  from  points  in  the  Banger 
group  have,  as  a  general  rule,  always  been  higher  than  those  from 
points  in  the  Burkbumett  group,  and  in  making  readjustment  de- 
fendants propose  to  maintain  that  basis. 

Complainant  proposes  that  the  two  groups  be  combined  and  that 
the  same  rates  apply  from  both.  This  is  vigorously  opposed  by  the 
Texas  intervener  and  by  defendants.  The  proposal  is  based  upon 
the  contentions  that,  on  account  of  competition,  all  producers  and 
refiners  in  this  general  territory  should  be  on  the  same  basis;  that 
the  combined  group  would  be  less  in  extent  than  the  so-called  Dallas- 
Fort  Worth  group,  which  is  used  in  making  rates  to  and  from 
Missouri  Biver  points,  less  than  the  present  Shreveport-Beaumont 
group,  and  less  than  the  midcontinent  group,  used  by  us  in  pre- 
scribing rates  in  the  Midconttmni  Case,  as  subsequently  enlarged 
by  the  voluntary  action  of  the  carriers.  At  present,  rates  on  refined 
petroleum  from  all  points  in  Texas  except  those  in  the  Banger  group 
are  generally  blanketed. 

In  the  MidoontiTient  Case  we  said  that  the  average  distance  to  St ' 
Louis  from  the  Kansas  group  was  394  miles  and  from  the  Okla- 
homa group  448  miles,  a  difference  of  fi4  miles.  The  rate  to  St.  Louis 
had  been  the  same  from  both  groups  for  many  years  and  we  said : 

Tbe  defendants  bave  made  no  sbowlog  that  Justifies  a  higher  rate  to  St 
Lonlfl  from  tbe  Oklakoma  group  than  from  the  KanBoa  group.  It  Is  asserted 
that  the  difference  In  the  averafe  distances  warrants  the  higher  charge  from 
the  latter  gronp.  Tlie  dlfflBrence  la  bnt  54  miles,  which  Is  not  great  in  view 
of  ttM  average  haul  of  over  400  mllei  and  In  view  of  the  volume  of  tlie  more- 
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ment  and  of  tbe  general  conditions  snrroTmdlng  the  traffic:  •  •  •  inu 
Increase  In  production  bas  aiso  materially  added  to  tlie  tonnage  transported 
by  tbe  defendants. 

This  of  course  would  be  veiry  persuasive  if  wo  were  dealing  with 
a  similar  situation,  but  the  one  before  us  differs  in  many  mateml 
aspects. 

Tho  following  table  shows  producing  and  refining  points  in  both 
groups  referred  to  in  the  record,  together  with  the  short-line  dis- 
tances to  St,  Louis  and  Kansas  City.  Short-line  distances  were 
used  in  tho  Midcontinent  Case  and  will  be  used  throughout  this  re- 
port unless  otherwise  indicated. 
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As  thus  computed  the  average  distance  to  St.  Louis  from  the  Burk- 
burnett  group  is  679  miles  and  from  the  Eanger  group  805  miles,  a 
difference  of  126  miles.  The  average  from  both  groups  is  734  miles. 
To  Kansas  City  the  difference  is  more  marked.  From  the  Burk- 
bumett  and  Ranger  groups  the  average  distances  are  498  and  633 
miles,  respectively,  a  difference  of  1^5  miles,  and  the  average  from 
both  groups  is  557  miles. 

In  the  Midcontinent  Oaae  we  said : 

Oenerallj  apealiing,  these  Kansas  and  Olilahoma  points  have  taken  tbe  same 
rates  to  St.  Louis  for  a  long  period  of  time.  Refineries  have  been  located 
with  reference  to  the  group  arrangement,  and  business  conditions  are  adjusted 
to  the  relationship  of  rates;  a  change  in  tbe  relationship  should  not  therefore 
be  made  upon  any  light  or  transient  considerations. 

Like  consideration  of  historical  development  would  lead  us  to  the 
.  conclusion  that  rates  from  the  Eanger  group  should  be  somewhat 
higher  than  those  from  the  Burkburnett  group.  They  have  always 
been  higher;  refineries  have  been  located  with  some  reference  to  the 
adjustment;  the  capacity  of  the  refineries  in  the  Burkburnett  group 
is  much  greater  than  in  the  Eanger  group,  as  there  are  several 
large  refineries  at  or  near  Fort  Worth  and  Dallas;  and  business  con- 
ditions, to  some  extent  at  least,  have  been  adjusted  to  the  relationship 
in  rates  since  the  price  of  oil  has  been  and  is  made  with  reference  to 
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that  obtaining  in  the  midoontinent  group,  of  which  Tulsa  is  repre- 
sentative.  The  difference  in  mileages  between  the  two  groups  is 
more  marked  to  points  in  the  midcontinent  group  because  of  the 
shorter  hauls,  as  will  later  appear. 

The  record  does  not  convince  us  that  the  two  groups  should  be 
combined. 

n.  RAT£S  ON   BXFINED  OIL  FBOU  BCKKBUBNiriT   AND   RANGES  aKOUFB  TO 
KANSAS  CaTT,  ST.  LOUIS,  AND  BETOND. 

These  rates  from  Burkbumett  and  Ranger,  representative  points  in 
the  groups,  to  Kansas  City  are  39.5  and  42.5  cents,  and  to  St.  Louis 
34.6  and  37,5  cents,  respectively.  All  parties  are  hopelessly  divided 
as  to  the  proper  method  of  arriving  at  just,  reasonable,  and  non- 
prejudicial rates  from  these  groups.  The  only  point  on  which  all 
agree  is  that  the  difference  found  proper  in  the  Midoontinent  Case 
between  the  rates  to  certain  key  points  should  inhere  in  the  rates  to 
be  prescribed  to  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis.  Complainant's  pro- 
posal, as  stated  by  its  counsel  at  the  hearing,  may  be  summarized  as 
follows:  Establish  from  both  groups  to  the  midcontinent  group  a 
rate  of  17.5  cents  on  crude  oil ;  to  Kansas  City  make  it  2  cents  higher, 
or  19.5  cents;  to  St.  Louis  5  cents  over  Kansas  City,  or  24.5  cents;  and 
to  Chicago  5  cents  over  St.  Louis,  or  29.6  cents ;  and  to  the  points 
named  let  refined  oil  take  5  cents  over  the  crude-oil  rates.  The  crude- 
oil  rate  to  the  midcontinent  group  would  thus  be  made  the  base  rate. 
And  herein  lies  the  fundamental  difference  which  divides  complain< 
ant  from  the  Texas  intervener  and  defendants.  The  drastic  nature 
of  complainant's  proposal  may  be  realized  when  it  is  recalled  that, 
for  an  average  distance  of  412  miles  from  the  midcontinent  group  to 
St.  Louis,  we  prescribed  a  rate  of  15  cents  on  crude  oil,  later  increased 
to  19.6  cents  by  the  Director  General.  For  an  additional  haul  of  355 
miles,  as  complainant  figures  the  average  distance  from  both  Texas 
groups  to  the  midcontinent  group,  it  would  allow  the  defendants  6 
cents. 

Defendants  and  the  Texas  intervener  are  in  substantial  accord 
on  these  points ;  That  rates  should  be  prescribed  first  on  refined  oil, 
then  on  crude  oil ;  that  rates  from  north  Texas  should  be  made  with 
relation  to  and  in  harmony  with  those  prescribed  by  us  in  the  Mid- 
continent  Case  from  the  midcontinent  group ;  that  such  rates  should 
be  based  upon  reasonable  differentials  over  the  rates  from  the  mid- 
continent  group ;  that  there  are  no  circumstances  or  conditions  south 
of  the  midcontinent  group  which  would  justify  higher  rates,  distance 
considered,  from  the  Texas  groups  than  from  the  midcontinent 
group;  and  that  therefore  the  ton-mile  earnings  to  the  same  destina- 
tions should  be  less  from  the  Texas  groups  than  from  the  midconti- 
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nent  group.  The;  also  agree,  and  the  record  establishes  the  fact, 
that  the  voluntary  enlargemeot  of  the  midcontinent  group  since  our 
decision  has  increased  the  average  distance  and  consequently  de- 
creased the  ton-mile  earnings  from  points  in  that  group. 

They  differ  over  defendants'  contention  that  the  rate  on  refined 
oil  to  Kansas  City  should  be  the  base  rate.  From  Burkbumett  d«- 
fendants  propose  rates  of  30  and  3S  cents  to  Kanaas  City  and  St. 
Louis,  respectively,  as  against  the  present  rates  of  39.5  and  34.fi 
cents,  respectively.  The  Texas  intervener  contends  that  the  rate  on 
refined  oil  to  St.  Louis  should  be  the  key  rate  to  the  whole  adjust- 
ment and  proposes  rates  from  Burkbumett  of  23.5  and  28.5  cents, 
respectively. 

In  the  following  table  car-mile  earnings  for  refined  oil  have  been 
based  on  a  loading  of  59,000  pounds.  One  of  complainant's  ex- 
hibits shows  that  the  average  loading  of  over  4^000  carloads  of  crude 
oil  was  in  excess  of  €6,000  pounds.  As  the  »"'" '>"■""  weight  is  the 
gallonage  capacity  of  the  tanks  at  7.4  pounds  per  gallon  for  erode 
oil  and  6.6  pounds  per  gallon  for  refined,  it  can  be  estimated  that 
refined  oil  wiU  average  about  59,000  pounds  to  the  tank-car  load. 


Ulla. 


For  convenience  the  present  and  proposed  rates  are  set  forth  in 
the  margin ; 
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It  will  be  Doted  that  the  differential  of  Burkbtirnett  over  Okla- 
homa group  3  proposed  by  tlie  Texas  iiiterrener  is  only  4  cents  for 
an  RTerage  additional  haul  of  233  miles.  It  says  &15  miles,  but  on 
either  basis  the  differential  of  4  cents  is  indefensible.  It  contends 
that  the  differential  for  this  additional  haul  should  be  in  propor- 
tion to  the  5-ccnt  differential  of  Chicago  over  St.  Louis  prescribed  in 
the  Midcontinent  Case.  This  would  result  in  the  same  rates,  mile 
for  mite,  in  Texas  as  in  Illinois.  A  proposal  bo  obviously  unfair 
need  not  be  pursued  further,  except  to  point  out  that  the  Chicago 
rate  applies  to  territory  stretching  south  almost  to  the  gates  of  St 
Louis.  Speaking  of  the  rate  to  Chicago  in  the  Midcontinent  Case, 
we  said: 

It  l8  proposed  b;  the  defendants  tbat  the  rate  to  Oblc&go  shall  epply  also  to 
a  territory  In  eastern  niinols  and  western  Indiana  extending  south  from  Lake 
Htcblgan,  a  ttm  miles  east  of  Whitfng,  to  St.  Louis  territory;  extending  north 
from  that  territory,  abont  30  mtlea  east  of  Sprlngfleld,  to  a  point  east  of  PeorU, 
and  thence  northeast  to  the  lake.  To  points  in  this  territory  the  defendants 
propose  that  the  rates  shall  be  the  same  as  to  Chicago,  with  the  combination 
oo  Elast  St.  Lonla  or  St.  Louis  as  a  maximum.  We  see  no  reason  why  this 
extenalon  of  the  Chicago  rates  may  not  be  approved. 

We  found  that  a  rat«  of  26  cents,  5  cents  over  the  St.  Louis  rate, 
would  be  a  reasonable  maximum  rate  "  to  Chicago,  and  to  the  ter- 
ritory now  taking  the  Chicago  rate  and  the  territory  proposed  by 
the  defendants  in  western  Indiana  and  eastern  Illinois."  We  esti- 
mated that  the  average  distance  to  this  group  was  620  miles  as 
against  the  average  distance  to  St.  Louis  of  412  miles.  Even  under 
the  Texas  formula,  if  difference  in  the  average  distances  be  used, 
instead  of  the  distance,  Chicago  from  St.  Louis,  the  result  would  be 
a  differential  of  at  least  9.6  cents. 

Dealing  with  a  somewhat  similar  contention  in  Omaha  Gram  Ex- 
change V.  (7.,  R.  I.  ds  P.  Ry.  Co.,  68  I.  C.  C,  249,  we  said : 

In  BO  far  as  the  attack  upon  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  on  coarse  grain 
from  Omaha  to  the  southwest  la  concerned,  complainant  relies  largely  upon  the 
comparisons  with  rates  for  similar  distances  principally  tn  western  trunk  line 
territary  *  *  *.  It  la  well  known  that  the  level  of  rates  not  only  on  grain 
but  on  all  traffic  la  much  lower  In  western  trunk  line  territory  than  in  th« 
southwest,  and  comparisons  of  rates  to  Texas  with  rates  In  that  territory  are 
Dot  persnaslTe  tbat  the  rates  to  Texas  are  unreasonable. 

The  34.5-cent  rate  from  the  Burkbumett  group  to  St.  Louis  is 
compared  with  rates  prescribed  by  us  in  the  Midconiment  Case  and 
in  Wadhams  OH  Co.  t.  Director  General,  97  I.  C.  C,  697,  as  increased 
b;  the  Director  General : 
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In  Winona  03  Co,  t.  Director  General,  57  I.  C.  C,  152,  we  found 
that  a  rate  of  40.5  cents  on  petroleum  and  its  products  from  the  mid- 
continent  group  to  Chippewa  Falls,  Eau  Claire,  and  Menominee. 
Wis.,  had  not  heen  shown  to  be  unreasonable.  The  distances  and  ton- 
mile  earnings  were  as  follows : 

DlBtiuice. 

814  mllea. 

801  mUeB. 


To  Menominee 786  milea.  10.3  nUIl* 

Upon  this  record  we  find  that  the  present  rate  of  34.5  cents  on  re- 
fined petroleum  oil  in  tank-car  loads  has  not  been  shown  to  be  un- 
reasonable, but  that  for  the  future  33.5  cents  will  be  a  reasonable 
maximum  rate  from  the  Burkbumett  group  to  St.  Louis. 

All  parties  agree  that  the  St.  Louis  rate  should  be  5  cents  over  the 
Kansas  City  rate  as  in  the  case  of  rates  from  Oklahoma  group  3. 
On  account  of  the  greater  haul  and  the  fact  that  the  average  differ- 
ence in  distance  from  the  Durkburnett  group  to  Kansas  City  and  to 
St.  Louis  is  less  than  the  difference  from  Oklahoma  group  3  to  the 
same  points,  it  might  seem  that  the  difference  in  rates  should  be  le»- 
sened.  But  this  would  place  the  Burkbumett  group  at  a  greater  dis- 
advantage in  competing  with  Oklahoma  group  3  at  Kansas  City  than 
at  St  Louis.  To  illustrate,  if  the  rate  to  Kansas  City  were  3.5  cents 
less  than  to  St,  Louis,  or  30  cents,  the  Burkbumett  group  would  pay 
10.5  cents  over  Oklahoma  group  3  to  Kansas  City,  and  9  cents  over 
to  St.  Louis.  We  think  that  substantial  justice  will  be  done  to  all 
parties  by  placing  the  Texas  groups  on  the  same  relative  basis  to  all 
points  as  compared  with  Oklahoma  group  3,  from  which  they  en- 
counter their  chief  competition. 

We  find  that  the  present  rate  from  the  Burkbumett  group  to  Kan- 
sas City  on  refined  petroleum  oil,  in  tank-car  loads,  is  and  for  the 
future  will  be  imreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeds  28.5  cents. 

From  the  Ranger  group  defendants  propose  to  increase  the  present 
differential  of  3  cents  over  Burkbumett  group  to  6.5  cents.  In  Tlew 
of  the  long  hauls  and  the  conditions  surrounding  the  transporta- 
tion, the  record  does  not  justify  an  increase  of  more  than  1  cent  in 
the  present  differential  for  the  difference  in  average  haul,  125  miles 
to  St.  Louis  and  146  milea  to  Kansas  City. 

We  find  that  the  present  rate  of  37.5  cents  on  refined  petroleum  oil, 
in  tank-car  loads,  from  the  Kanger  group  will  be  a  reasonable 
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maximum  rate  for  the  future  to  St,  Louis,  and  that  the  rate  to  Kansas 
City  is  and  for  the  future  will  be  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it 
exceeds  32,5  cents. 

In  the  following  table  the  present  rates,  those  found  reasonable, 
and  the  earnings  thereunder  are  compared  with  the  present  rates 
from  the  midcontinent  group : 
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All  parties  have  agreed  that  the  rates  to  points  beyond  Kansas  City 
and  St.  Louis  should  be  graded  in  accordance  with  the  groups 
adopted  by  us  and  the  carriers  following  our  decision  in  the  Mid' 
eofUinerU  Case.  This  is  obviously  the  proper  method  and  there  is 
no  need  for  discussion  of  the  ratee  to  such  points.  The  rates  pre- 
scribed in  the  Midcontinent  Cas«  to  Milwaukee  and  Bacine,  Wis., 
have  been  modified  as  a  result  of  our  decisions  in  Wadkama  OH  Co.  v. 
Director  General,  supra,  and  Petroleum  OH  asid  Petroleum  OH 
Products,  59  I.  C.  C,  499. 

We  find  that  the  rates  named  below  will  be  reasonable  maximum 
rates  for  the  transportation  of  refined  petroleum  oil,  in  tank-car 
loads,  from  the  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups : 
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The  rates  to  ivy  points  above  named  will  apply  to  all  points  in  their 
respective  groups  heretofore  established. 
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m.  HATES   ON  CRUDE,    QAS,   AND  FUEL   OKiB  TO   KANBAB  CITr,  ST.   LOUIS, 
AND  BEYOND. 

Id  the  Midcontinent  Case  we  prescribed  rates  on  low-grade  oils 
mch  as  asphalt,  asphaltum,  road  oil,  and  fuel  oil  to  St.  Louis  and 
Chicago  5  cents  lower  than  those  prescribed  on  refined  oils.  The 
question  of  spread  is  presented  again  for  determination  in  this  pro- 
ceeding.  In  Pure  Oil  Co.  v.  Director  General,  56  I.  C,  C.,  218,  this 
question  was  gone  into  at  length.  There,  as  here,  the  examiner  in  a 
proposed  report  recommended  that  we  prescribe  rates  on  crude,  gas, 
and  fuel  oils  not  to  exceed  89  per  cent  of  the  rates  on  refined  oils. 
The  same  character  of  evidence  and  the  same  arguments  are  now 
before  us.  Fart  of  the  record  in  the  Pure  OH  Caae  has  been  made 
part  of  the  record  in  this  proceeding.  After  reviewing  the  evidence 
and  contentions  in  that  case  we  said: 

Following  tbe  Midcontinent  Caie,  snpra,  rates  on  low-grade  otIs  S  tents  lower 
than  tlie  ratee  on  refined  oils  bave  been  prescribed  by  na  In  varlons  otber  casaa 
Involving  tbe  transportation  of  these  commodities  from  polnta  In  tbe  mldcoB- 
tlnent  field  for  substantially  almllar  distances.  Fatrmtmt  Creomery  (To.  t. 
A.,  T.  A  8.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  43  I.  O.  C,  SIB ;  Codington  County  Oil  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  S 
S.  F.  Rv-  Co.,  63  I.  C.  C,  234.  Cpon  consideration  of  the  record,  we  And  DOthlns 
therein  which  convinces  as  tliat  we  should  now  depart  from  the  methods  of 
rate  making  with  respect  to  these  commodities  heretofore  an>lled  by  os,  «ad 
ad(9t  a  new  basis  that  relative  weights  alone  should  control  without  ragaid  to 
other  elements  properly  to  be  taken  Into  consideration  In  estabUahlnc  a  relatton- 
sbtp  of  rates. 

The  record  in  this  proceeding  does  not  justify  any  different  con- 
clusion. 

We  find  that  reasonable  maximum  rates  on  crude,  gas,  and  fuel 
oils,  in  tank-car  loads,  from  the  Burkbumett  and  Ruiger  groups  to 
Kansas  City,  St.  Louis,  and  beyond  will  be  rates  5  cents  less  than  tlie 
maxima  herein  prescribed  on  refined  oils. 

IV.  RATES  TO  THE  HIDCONTIlfZNT  FIELD. 

One  of  the  major  interests  of  complainant's  members  is  in  the 
rates  on  crude  oil  to  their  refineries  in  the  midcontinent  field.  The 
production  in  that  field  is  declining.  The  production  in  Texas  and 
Louisiana  is  increasing  very  rapidly.  Refineries  in  the  mid- 
continent  field  now  find  it  necessary  to  drav  on  these  new  fields 
for  their  supply  of  crude  oil  in  competition  with  the  many  refineries 
which  have  bc«n  and  are  being  constructed  there  and  with  many 
existing  and  projected  pipe  lines. 

The  rate  to  refining  points  in  the  midcontinent  group  is  20.5  centa 
from  the  Burkbumett  group  and  23  cents  from  the  Ranger  group. 
Complainant's  suggestion  of  a  rate  of  17.6  cents  from  both  groups  has 
been  noted.  The  Texas  intervener  suggests  a  rate  of  19  cents  fr^  Uie 
Burkbumett  group  and  22  cents  from  the  Ranger  group.  Defendants 
propose  a  distance  scale  which  is  said  to  be  substantially  the  sanw 
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as  that  applying  on  intrastate  shipments  in  Oklahoma.  They  con- 
tend that  for  the  relatively  short  hauls  from  Texas  to  Oklahoma 
points  there  should  be  no  grouping,  but  under  their  proposed  ad- 
justment there  would  be  an  extensive  blajiket  of  refining  points  in 
Oklahoma  and  Kansas.  They  propose  a  rate  of  27  cents  from  Burk- 
bumett  to  Kansas  City.  Under  the  distance  scale  the  2T-cent  rat« 
would  be  reached  at  160  miles  for  joint  hauls  and  at  230  miles  for 
ungle-line  hauls.  The  result  would  be  that  the  27'Cent  rate  would 
apply  as  maximum  to  all  intermediate  points  south  of  Kansas  City 
extending  as  far  back  as  Oklahoma  City,  approximately  350  mile^ 

Complainant  vigorously  opposes  this  distance  scale.  It  says  that 
such  a  system  of  rates  would  defeat  the  purpose  of  its  complaint, 
which  is  to  secure  a  basis  of  rates  that  will  enable  the  midcontinent 
refineries  to  secure  their  supply  of  crude  oil  from  Texas.  It  pro- 
poses instead  that  all  north  Texas  points  be  grouped  as  well  as  pointf 
in  the  midcontinent  field.  We  have  not  seen  fit  to  group  all  points 
in  north  Texas,  when  shipping  to  St,  Louis,  Kansas  City,  and  be- 
yond, and  no  satisfactory  reason  appears  why  they  should  ba 
grouped  when  shipping  to  Oklahoma  and  Kansas.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  refineries  in  Kansas  group  2  and  Oklahoma  group  S  take 
the  same  rate  on  their  products  to  St.  Louis,  Chicago  and  beyond, 
complunant  contends  that  to  place  them  on  a  distance  basis  would 
disrupt  the  competitive  adjustment.  It  points  to  the  fact  that  oil 
is  not  accorded  refining  in  transit. 

From  the  record  Burkbumett  and  Banger  may  be  said  to  be  rep> 
resentative  shipping  points  of  crude  oil  within  their  respective 
groups.  Complainant  shows  the  average  distance  from  Burkburnett 
to  21  refining  points  in  Oklahoma  group  3  as  288  miles  and  to  11  re- 
fining points  in  Kansas  group  2  as  375  miles.  The  defendants  show 
the  average  distance  from  Burkburnett  to  13  refining  points  in  Okla- 
homa group  3  as  288  miles.  They  do  not  show  distances  to  refining 
points  in  Kansas  group  2.  The  Texas  intervener  shows  distances 
from  Wichita  Falls,  a  point  near  Burkburnett  Its  average  is  con- 
siderably higher. 

Complainant  submits  many  comparisons  to  justify  its  proposed 
rate  of  17.5  cents  on  crude  oil  from  all  points  in  the  two  Texas  groups 
to  all  points  in  the  midcontinent  group  for  an  average  distance  said 
to  be  355  miles.  The  rate  on  crude  oil  established  following  our 
decision  in  the  Midcontinent  Case,  as  increased  by  the  Director  Gen- 
eral, from  Oklahoma  group  3  to  Kansas  City  for  an  average  haul  of 
261  miles  is  14.6  cents,  yielding  ton-mile  revenue  of  11.5  mills.  A 
rate  of  17.6  cents  applied  to  an  average  haul  of  288  miles  from  Burk- 
burnett to  Oklahoma  group-3  points  would  yield  ton-mile  revenue 
of  12.1  mills.  The  distances  submitted  by  the  parties  indicate  that 
the  average  distance  from  all  points  in  the  Burkburnett  group  is 
Bomewhat  greater  than  288  miles.  ^hOOqIc 
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In  JTistification  of  their  proposed  rate  of  27  cents  defendants  rely 
to  a  groat  extent  on  Natumal  Petroleum,  Aaso.  v.  M.,  K.  <£  T.  Ry.  Co^ 
47  L  C.  C,  355,  where  we  prescribed  rates  on  "  oil,  petroleum,  and  its 
products*'  from  points  in  southeastern  Kansas  to  seven  points  in 
OMahoDw.  The  rates  there  prescribed  ranged  from  12  cents  for  a 
haul  of  81  miles  to  26  cents  for  a  haul  of  367  miles. 

But  this  particular  southbound  movement  can  hardly  be  compared 
with  the  northbound  movement.  The  rates  prescribed  there  were 
much  higher  than  those  prescribed  in  the  MidcontmerU  Case  lor 
confdderably  longer  hauls.  Defendants'  argument  loses  weight  when 
it  is  recalled  ^at  they  propose  the  same  rate  from  Burkbumett  to 
Oklahoma  City,  17T  miles,  as  to  Kansas  City,  520  miles. 

Defendants*  other  comparisons  with  the  fifth-class  rates,  and  with 
oonunodi^  rates  on  bottles,  fruit  jars,  iron  and  steel  articles,  and 
other  commoditiea,  are  of  little  probative  value. 

On  account  of  the  relatively  short  hauls  from  the  Texas  groups 
to  Oklahoma  group  3  and  Kansas  group  2,  and  the  considerable 
difference  in  the  average  distances  to  the  latter  two  groups,  we  do 
not  feel  that  substantial  justice  would  be  accorded  to  the  refining 
points  in  Oklahoma  group  3,  where  the  bulk  of  the  refining  is  done, 
by  including  them  with  points  in  Kansas  group  3  on  shipments 
from  these  Texas  groups. 

We,  therefore,  are  of  opinion  and  find  that  the  rates  on  crude  oil, 
in  tank-car  loads,  from  the  Burkbumett  group  to  points  in  Okla- 
homa group  3  and  Kansas  group  2  will  be  unreasonable  to  the  ex- 
tent that  they  exceed  17.5  cents  and  20.5  cents,  respectively,  and 
from  the  Banger  group  to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  21.5  cents  and 
24.6  cents,  respectively.  Our  finding  is  necessarily  restricted  to  crude 
oil,  as  the  record  is  silent  as  to  the  movement  of  gas  and  fuel  oils  to 
these  groups. 

The  present  rates  on  refined  oil,  in  tank-car  loads,  from  and  to 
these  groups  are  almost  double  those  on  crude  oil.  We  find  that 
they  will  be  unreasonable  to  the  extent' that  they  exceed  the  maxima 
rates  herein  prescribed  on  crude  oil  from  and  to  the  same  points  by 
more  than  5  cents. 

Subsequent  to  our  decision  in  the  Midcontintnt  Case  the  defend- 
ants established  rates  from  points  like  Drumright,  Oklahoma  City, 
Ardmore,  and  Enid,  higher  than  those  prescribed  from  the  mid- 
continent  group.  On  crude  oil  from  Texas  to  these  points  complain- 
ant contends  that  in  order  to  preserve  the  competitive  adjustment 
the  rates  should  be  less  than  the  rates  to  the  midcontinent  group 
by  the  same  amounts  as  the  rates  on  the  refined  oil  to  St,  Louis, 
for  instance,  are  greater  than  the  rates  from  the  midcontinent  group. 
The  rates  on  the  outbound  products  from  the  Oklahoma  points  in- 
ferred to  are  not  before  us  in  this  proceeding  and  have  never  been 
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passed  upon  by  us.  Defendanta  propose  to  readjust  them.  The 
record  is  not  sufficieot  to  warrant  us  in  prescribing  rates  from 
Texas  to  these  points  but  defendants  should  have  no  difficulty  in 
establishing  rates  which  will  result  in  a  harmonious  relationship  to 
the  rates  prescribed  in  the  MidconMnent  Case  and  in  this  proceeding. 

T.   BATES  FBOM  8HB£V£F0BT. 

Oil  was  first  discovered  in  northwestern  Louisiana  in  1907  and 
rates  have  been,  generally,  those  applying  from  the  so-called  Beau- 
mont-Port Arthur  group,  over  200  miles  south  of  Shreveport.  But 
in  many  instances  the  rates  from  Shreveport  are  lower  than  from 
Beaumont.  The  rates  which  interest  the  interrenere  are  those  apply- 
ing from  the  Caddo,  De  Soto,  and  Red  River  fields,  within  a  radius 
of  about  40  miles  from  Shreveport.  Most  of  the  refining  is  done 
at  or  near  Shreveport,  which  is  near  the  center  of  production,  and 
Shreveport  is  therefore  fairly  used  as  a  representative  point  of 
origin  by  all  parties.  The  distances  from  Shr&veport  to  Kansas 
City  and  St.  Louis,  respectively,  are  560  and  567  miles,  and  all  agree 
that  the  rates  to  both  points  ^ould  be  the  same.  To  St.  Louis  the 
rata  on  refined  oil  is  26.5  cents,  while  to  Kansas  City  it  is  39.5  cents. 
The  crude-oil  rat«s  are  21.5  cents  and  23.5  cents,  respectively.  Shreve- 
port wishes  to  retain  the  present  rate  to  St.  £<ouis  and  also  apply  it 
to  Kansas  City.  It  contends  that  the  rates  from  Shreveport  should 
not  exceed  the  rates  from  the  midcontinent  group  by  more  than  2 
cents.    Defendants  propose  a  rate  of  31.5  cents  to  both  points. 

The  rate  of  24.5  cents  from  the  midcontinent  field  to  St.  Louis  for 
an  average  distance  of  412  miles  yields  tori-mile  earnings  of  11.9  mills. 
The  rate  of  26.5  cents  from  Shreveport  for  667  miles  yields  9.3  mills. 

It  is  obvious  that  a  2-cent  spread  between  the  two  groups  for  an 
additional  haul  of  155  miles  is  too  narrow.  The  maxima  rates  of  28.5 
and  32.5  cents,  prescribed  to  Kansas  City  from  the  Burkburnett  and 
Banger  groups,  req>ectiTely,  will  yield  11.4  and  10.3  mills  per  ton- 
mile.  The  81.S-cent  rate  proposed  by  defendants  would  yield  11.2 
mills. 

We  find  that  the  present  rate  on  refined  oU,  in  tank-car  loads  from 
Shreveport  to  Kansas  City  is  and  for  the  future  will  be  unrea- 
sonable to  the  extent  that  it  exceeds  30.5  cents,  and  that  the  same 
rate  will  be  a  reasonable  maximum  rate  for  the  future  from  Shreve- 
port to  St.  Louis.  Rates  to  points  beyond  should  be  established  in 
the  same  manner  as  rates  from  the  Burkburnett  and  Banger  groups. 

Bates  on  crude,  gas,  and  fuel  oils  should  be  5  cents  less  than 
those  on  refined  oils.  This  will  result  in  a  rate  on  crude,  gas,  and 
fuel  oils  of  25.5  cents  to  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City.  In  Consolidated 
OU  Reding  Co.  v.  K.  C.  S.  Ry.  Co.,  53  L  C.  C,  96,  we  found  that 
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a  rate  of  22  cents  applied  on  Tarioiis  carload  shipments  of  crude  pe- 
treleom  forwarded  during  1916  over  various  routes  from  Shreve- 
port  and  Crichton,  La.,  to  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  had  not  been  shown 
unreasonable.  This  rate  if  increased  by  i.5  cents  as  was  done  gen- 
erally in  modification  of  the  rates  increased  imder  general  order 
No.  28  would  result  in  a  rate  of  26.5  cents. 

The  Shreveport  interveners  stated  that  their  principal  interest 
was  in  the  rates  to  northern  markets,  such  as  Chicago,  and  intro- 
duced little  evidence  as  to  their  rates  to  points  in  the  midcontinent 
gronp.  It  is  said  that  wme  of  the  midcontinent  refineries  can 
handle  Iiouisiana  crude  valuable  for  ita  lubricant  cont«nt&  llie 
record  affords  no  adequate  basis  for  prescribing  rates,  but  defend- 
ants should  establish  rates  which  will  harmonize  with  those  herein 
prescribed  from  the  Texas  groups  to  the  midcontinent  group. 

Generally  to  points  in  official  classification  territor?  east  of  the 
Illinois-Indiana  state  line  proportional  rates  are  published  on  refined 
oil  from  the  midcontinent,  Burkbumett,  Banger,  and  Shreveport 
groups  to  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  which  are  2  cents  lower  than  the  local 
rates  to  St.  Ixtuis.    This  adjustment  should  be  continued. 

Our  findings  are  to  be  understood  as  providing  that  to  the  amounts 
therein  specifically  named  there  shall  be  added  tiie  increases  author- 
ized in  Increased  Boies,  JSeO,  68  I.  C.  C,  220.  No  order  will  be 
entered  at  this  time.  It  is  expected  that  defendants  will,  within 
90  days  from  the  service  of  this  report,  establish  rates  observing  the 
maxima  herein  found  reasonable,  subject  to  ihk  increases  authorized 
in  the  case  last  cited,  and  line  up  rates  to  intermediate  points  with 
those  found  reasonable  to  key  points  or  groups  of  points.  If  defend- 
ants fail  to  do  this  the  matter  may  be  called  to  our  attention  for  such 
further  action  as  may  then  be  found  necessary. 

NO.    105  SI. 

In  the  complaint  in  Ko.  10551  rates  on  crude,  gas,  and  fuel  oil, 
and  unfinished  petroleum  distillates,  from  points  in  Texas  to  Min- 
neapolis and  Willmar,  Minn.,  are  attacked.  The  complainants  here 
were  also  complainants  in  Pure  OH  Co.  v.  Director  General,  mpra, 
where  the  same  issues  were  raised  except  that  the  rates  there  at- 
tacked applied  from  points  in  the  midcontinent  field.  A  great  part 
of  the  record  in  that  case  has  been  incorporated  in  the  present  record. 

The  rates  prescribed  in  this  report  will  remove  the  cause  of  com- 
plaint as  to  crude,  fuel,  and  gas  oils.  The  paities  do  not  wish  to 
litigate  in  this  proceeding  the  issue  as  to  unfinished  distillates. 

The  complaint  also  seeks  reparation,  but  the  same  complainants 
abandoned  a  similar  prayer  for  reparation  in  the  Pure  Oil  Vase. 
Under  the  circumstances  we  take  it  that  the  prayer  for  reparation 
is  abandoned  here  alsa  An  order  will  be  entered  dismismng  tha 
complaint,  without  prejudice.  .  -    « .  r.  q_ 
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No.  11611. 
MULKEY  SALT  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  WABASH  RAILWAY 
COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Decided  February  S,  1021. 


Former  report,  61  L  C.  C,  668,  flncUns  ahipmenta  of  salt,  In  carlotds,  from  De- 
troit, MIcb„  to  points  In  TlrdnU  and  Trameasee  to  bare  been  mlsronted,  and 
awarding  reparation,  modified  in  part    Former  order  rescinded. 

SUFPI^MEMTAL  BbPOBT  OF  THK  CoMHIBfilON. 

DmsioN  S,  CoHuissioitsiia  Hall,  Aitohibon,  and  Eabthan. 
Bt  Division  8 : 

In  our  original  report,  61  I.  C  C,  669,  we  had  under  consideration 
10  carload  shipments  of  salt  from  Detroit,  Mich,,  to  BriBtol,  Tenn., 
and  Roanoke,  Richmond,  Glade  Springs,  Petersburg,  Clifton  Forge, 
and  Bluefield,  Va.,  made  in  December,  1917,  and  January  and  Febru- 
ary, 1918.  The  bills  of  lading  directed  routing  over  the  Wabash  and 
certain  specified  connections.  Each  contained  a  rate  applicable  to 
destination,  but  not  over  the  specified  route.  Higher  rates  were  ap- 
plicable over  the  specified  routes.  The  shipper's  attention  was  not 
directed  to  the  discrepancies  between  the  rates  and  the  routes.  The 
shipments  were  forwarded  over  the  Wabash  and  its  connections,  as 
designated,  and  charges  were  collected  accordingly.  In  Conf.  Ruling 
474  {c)  we  held  that  when  both  a  rate  and  a  route  are  inserted  by  the 
shipper  in  the  bill  of  lading  and  they  do  not  coincide,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  initial  carrier's  agent  to  ascertain  from  the  shipper  before  for- 
warding the  shipment  whether  he  desires  that  the  instructions  as  to 
the  rate  or  the  route  shall  govern.  Following  that  ruling,  we  found 
that  the  shipments  conudered  were  misrouted,  and  that  complainant 
was  entitled  to  reparation  itom  the  Wabash  Railway  Company  on 
the  shipments  made  in  December,  1917,  and  from  the  Director  Gen- 
eral, as  Agent,  on  the  shipments  made  in  January  and  February,  1918. 
An  order  was  entered  on  May  10,  19S1,  directing  the  Wabash  to  pay 
to  complainant  the  sum  of  $72.60,  with  interest,  but  the  reparation 
due  from  the  Director  General  could  not  be  determined  upon  the 
record  and  it  was  suggested  that  complainant  comply  with  rule  T  of 
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the  Bules  of  Practice  ae  to  those  shipments.  The  reparation  due  from 
the  Director  General,  as  Agent,  has  not  been  paid.  It  does  not  ap- 
pear of  record  whether  payment  has  been  made  by  the  Wabash. 

Upon  reexamination  of  the  applicable  tariffs,  we  find  that,  under 
the  rates  inserted  by  the  shipper  in  the  bills  of  lading,  the  Wabash 
was  not  entitled  to  a  line  haul,  but  that  these  rates  required  movement 
out  of  Detroit  over  the  Pere  Marquette,  Michigan  Central,  or"  New 
York  Central,  although  provision  was  made  for  absorption  of  the 
switching  charges  of  the  Wabash. 

In  McLean  Lumber  Co.  v.  L.  06  N.  R.  R.  Co,,  22  I.  C.  C,  349,  wa 
found  that,  where  a  shipper's  bill  of  lading  contains  instructions  as 
to  both  the  rate  and  the  rout«  and  the  rate  named  is  not  applicable 
over  any  route  of  the  receiving  carrier,  but  is  applicable  over  the 
route  of  a  rival  line  to  which  the  shipper  might  have  delivered  the 
shipment  had  he  so  elected,  the  receiving  carrier  may  forward  the 
shipmsnt  over  its  own  line  at  the  rate  lawfully  applicable,  it  not 
beihg  obligated  to  turn  the  tra£Sc  over  to  ita  competitor.  We  there 
differentiated  such  cases  from  cases  arising  under  Conf.  Ruling  £14 
(i) ,  superseded  by  Conf.  Ruling  J474  (c).  In  the  light  of  our  further 
consideration  of  the  tariffs,  it  is  apparent  that  the  principle  of  the 
McLean  Case  is  applicable  and  should  govern  as  to  the  shipments 
made  during  December,  1917,  and  we  now  find  that  these  shipments 
were  not  misrouted. 

We  have  found  informally  that  the  principle  of  the  McLean  Com 
had  no  application  where  both  of  the  carriers  at  point  of  origin 
were  federally  controlled,  since  the  carriers  were  "being  operated 
under  a  unified  and  coordinated  national  control  and  not  in  com- 
petition." Federal  Control  Act,  40  Stat  L.,  451.  The  initial  lines  at 
Detroit  above  mentioned  were  all  under  federal  control  in  January 
and  February,  1918,  and  no  reason  appears  for  modification  of  our 
finding  that  the  shipmenta  which  moved  during  these  months  were 
misrouted. 

An  order  rescinding  our  order  of  May  10, 1821,  will  be  entered. 
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No.  12069. 
GENERAL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 


DIBECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CENTRAL  OF  GEORGIA 
RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BuimiUed  September  5,  19tl.    DecUei  February  10.  l9tt. 


Rate  cturged  od  banzlte  ore,  In  carloads,  from  Republic,  Qa.,  to  Gblcmgo 
H^hta,  III.,  found  not  unreasonable  or  otberwlse  ualawful.  Complaint 
dismissed. 

/.  D.  Hose  for  complainant. 

John  F.  Finerty,  Royal  McKeitna,  L.  P.  Day,  and  A.  P.  Humburg 
for  defendants. 

Refobt  of  the  CoHMiseioN. 
Division  3,  CoHuisaioNSRa  Hall,  Easthah,  and  Caufbell. 
By  Division  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  manufacturing  chemicals  at  Chicago 
Heights,  111.,  by  complaint  filed  December  23,  1920,  alleges  that  the 
rates  charged  on  six  carloads  of  bauxite  ore  shipped  from  Republic, 
Ga.,  to  Chicago  Heights  between  November  16  and  December  6, 1918, 
inclusive,  were  unreasonable  and  in  violation  of  sections  2  and  3  of 
the  act  to  regulate  commerce  to  the  extent  that  the  factors  north  of 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Cairo,  111.,  exceeded  $2.40.  We  are  ashed  to 
award  reparation.    Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  gross  too. 

Bauxite  ore  is  used  by  complainant  to  make  sulphate  of  alumina, 
which  is  used  in  manufacturing  paper  and  by  municipalities  for  the 
filtration  of  water.  At  the  time  of  hearing  it  was  worth  from  about 
$4  to  $5  per  ton. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  Central  of  Gteorgia  to  Chattanooga, 
Tenn,,  thence  either  over  the  NashviUe,  Chattanooga  &,  St.  Louis  and 
the  Illinois  Central  through  Cairo  to  Matteson,  111.,  and  the  Elgin, 
Joliet  &,  Eastern  beyond,  or  over  the  Southern  to  Cincinnati,  and  the 
Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  &  St.  Louis  and  the  Elgin,  Joliet  & 
Eastern  beyond.  Charges  on  five  of  the  shipments  were  collected  at 
the  applicable  combination  rate  of  $6.70,  composed  of  a  commodity 
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rate  of  $3  to  Cairo  or  Cincinnati,  and  $3.70,  or  90  per  cent  of  sztii 
class,  beyond.  The  other  car  appears  to  have  been  undercharged  10 
cents  per  gross  ton.  On  August  10, 1919,  a  commodity  rate  of  $2.40 
became  efTective  from  Ohio  River  crossings  to  Chicago  Heights. 

Complainant  compares  the  $6.70  rate  for  approximately  l^OOO 
miles,  yielding  6.7  mills  per  ton-mile,  with  joint  commodity  rates 
from  Sepublic  of  $5.10  to  Detroit,  Mich.,  915  miles,  and  $5.60  to 
Erie,  Pa.,  1,111  miles,  and  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  1,072  miles.  The  latter 
rates  yield  ton-mile  earnings  of  5.67, 6.04,  and  5.22  mills,  respectively. 
The  $5.40  rate  to  Chicago  Heights  in  effect  August  10,  1919,  yields 
5.4  mills.  Complainant  also  compares  the  ton-mile  earnings  of  14 
mills  under  the  $3.70  factor  from  Cincinnati  to  Chicago  Heig;hts  with 
ton-mile  earnings  ranging  from  5.6  to  8  mills  from  Cincinnati  to  De> 
troit,  Erie,  and  Buffalo  under  the  northern  lines'  dividons  of  the  joint 
rates  to  those  points,  assuming  that  the  southern  lines  receive  as 
their  divisions  their  joint  rate  to  the  river  crossings. 

Defendants  show  that  rates  ranging  from  $6  to  $7.60,  yielding  ton- 
mile  earnings  from  5.22  to  6.25  mills,  apply  from  Bauxite,  Ark.,  the 
principal  shipping  point  of  bauxite  ore,  to  Pittsburgh,  Johnstown, 
Katrona,  and  Steelton,  Fa.,  and  Buffalo,  958  to  1,200  miles.  These 
rates  originally  were  influenced  by  Mississippi  River  competition  be- 
tween Memphis  and  Cairo. 

Few  shipments  have  been  made  from  Republic  to  Chicago  Heights 
and  none  were  made  for  a  year  before  these  moved.  No  movement  in 
the  near  future  is  contemplated. 

We  find  that  the  applicable  combination  rate  was  not  unreason- 
able or  otherwise  unlawful    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12332. 
ARMOUR  &  COMPANY 

V. 

DELAWARE,  lACKA WANNA  &  WESTERN  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  AND  DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


StH>mUted  September  It,  19S1.    Decitled  Febrvary  10,  19Si. 


Rate*  on  freab  meat,  tn  carloads,  from  freezer  to  plant  at  Jerse]>  Git;,  N.  J., 
during  federal  control,  found  nnreasooable.    Reparation  awarded. 

Paul  E.  Blanehard  for  complainant. 

W.  J,  Lorrabee  for  defemdants. 

Report  of  the  Cohhissiok. 
Division  3,  CouMissioNEBa  Hau^,  EA^ruAN,  and  CAHPBELii. 
Bt  Division  S  ; 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  packing-house  business 
at  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  alleges  that  the  rates  charged  by  defendants  on 
10  carloads  of  imported  fresh  pork,  moved  during  September,  ldl9, 
from  the  freezer  of  the  Eastern  States  Refrigerator  Company,  Jersey 
City,  to  complainant's  plant  at  Jersey  City,  were  unreasonable.  We 
are  asked  to  award  reparation  and  also  to  prescribe  a  reasonable  rate 
on  interstate  traffic  for  the  future.  Switching  charges  will  be  stated 
in  amounts  per  car. 

Both  freezer  and  plant  are  within  the  switching  limits  of  Jersey 
City  and  both  are  served  by  the  Delaware,  Lackawanna  &  Western, 
hereinafter  called  the  Lackawanna.  The  plant  is  on  Erie  rails  over 
which  the  Lackawanna  has  trackage  rights.  These  shipments  formed 
part  of  a  cargo  of  dressed  poik  imported  from  South  America,  were 
unloaded  from  vessel  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  and,  because  of  limited 
storage  facilities  at  Qie  plant,  were  placed  in  storage  in  the  freezer. 
They  were  subsequently  moved  by  the  Lackawanna  to  the  plant.  No 
switching  charge  applied  and  charges  were  collected  ranging  from  $34 
to  $38.51  per  car  on  nine  shipments  at  the  minimum  third-class  rate 
of  17  cents  per  100  pounds,  carload  minimum  20,000  pounds,  and 
$32.50  on  the  remaining  shipment  at  the  less-than-carload  first-claa 
rate  of  25  cents  per  100  pounds.  These  rates  were  increased  on  Au- 
gust 26, 1920,  to  24  and  36  cents,  respectively. 
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When  the  shipments  moved  the  Erie  maintained  a  charge  of  $5, 
increased  August  26,  1920,  to  $7,  for  switching  between  the  plant 
and  the  Union  Terminal  Befrigerator  warehouse  on  the  Erie,  which 
is  about  the  same  distance  from  the  plant  as  the  freezer. 

Complainant  contends  that  the  charges  assessed  were  unreasonable 
to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  $5  and  that  the  charge  for  the  future 
should  not  exceed  $7.  It  refers  to  a  switching  charge  of  $7  main- 
tained since  August  26,  1920,  by  the  Lackawanna  on  carload  traffic 
placed  for  unloading  at  one  of  its  yards  within  the  switching  limits 
of  Hoboken,  N.  J,,  or  Jersey  City  and  switched  to  another  yard 
within  the  same  switching  limits ;  also  switching  rates  of  $5  in  effect 
prior  to  August  26,  1920,  and  $7  thereafter,  maintained  by  the  Erie 
between  any  two  industries  having  private  sidings,  or  between  two 
sidings  of  the  same  industry,  in  Jersey  City,  Johnsonburg  and  John- 
son City,  Pa.,  or  Towanda,  N.  Y.  It  also  refers  to  the  present 
switching  charges  ranging  from  $7  to  $9  of  the  New  York  Central 
between  points  in  Albany,  Rochester,  or  New  York,  N,  Y. 

The  freezer  is  5,925  feet  from  the  plant  over  the  rails  of  the 
Lackawanna  and  Erie.  When  one  or  two  empty  cars  are  ordered, 
as  was  the  case  here,  they  are  obtained  near  the  icing  platform  and 
moved  thereto  by  a  switching  crew  for  icing  and  precooling;  they 
are  then  moved  about  0.25  mile  to  Sixteenth  street  and  switched 
back  to  about  Fourteenth  street  where  they  are  left,  and  later 
moved  by  a  different  switching  crew  to  the  freezer  for  loading. 
After  loading  the  cars  are  switched  to  Fourteenth  street,  thence  in 
the  opposite  direction  to  Sixteenth  street  and  back  to  the  icing  plat- 
form where  they  are  held  for  placement  orders.  When  such  orders 
are  received  the  cars  are  moved  by  another  switching  crew  through 
the  Lackawanna's  freight  yards  to  the  poultry  yard,  where  they  are 
usually  set  out,  and  later  moved  by  another  crew  to  complainant's 
plant.  When  the  poultry  yard  is  not  congested,  a  rare  occurrence, 
cars  are  handled  from  the  icing  platform  to  complainant's  plant  by 
one  switching  crew. 

In  making  the  above-described  movement  the  loaded  cars  pass 
through  two  interlocking  plants  through  the  freight  yards  and  over 
about  300  yards  of  main  line  of  the  Lackawanna.  Their  free  move- 
ment is  delayed  by  engine  movements  to  and  from  the  roundhouse  )ust 
north  of  the  freezer  and  by  switching  movements  of  the  Erie  at  the 
plant,  llie  Lackawanna  asserts  that  the  Jersey  City  terminal  is 
the  most  congested  portion  of  its  entire  system,  and  that  by  reason 
thereof  charfjes  for  interplant  or  intraplant  switching  at  that  point 
are  not  published. 

When  the  shipments  moved  the  tariffs  of  the  Lackawanna  provided 
that  trafBc  from  Chicago,  111.,  destined  to  ship  side  could  be  stopped 
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for  storage  in  transit  in  the  freezer  at  $3  per  car,  increased  to  $4 
on  August  26,  1920.  The  Lackawanna  also  maintained  on  freight 
requiring  refrigeration  a  rate  of  9  cents  per  100  pounds,  now  12.5 
cents,  from  ship  side  in  BrooklTn  to  both  the  plant  and  the  freezer, 
a  service  which  includes  floating  the  cars  from  the  ship  to  the  docks 
of  the  Lackawanna  at  Jersey  City;  also  a  rate  of  $4.50  per  car  plus 
4.5  cents  per  100  pounds,  now  $6.50  and  9.5  cents,  respectively,  from 
the  plant  or  the  freezer  and  other  points  in  Jersey  City  to  ship  side; 
but  under  neither  of  these  rates  is  storage  in  transit  at  the  free/^r 
permitted  on  traffic  from  or  to  the  plant. 

Substantially  all  animal  products  and  other  commodities  used 
by  complainant  at  Jersey  City  originate  either  at  Chicago  and  points 
west  (hereof  or  are  imported  through  New  York,  and  it  is  stated 
that  about  99  per  cent  of  the  outbound  products  from  the  plant  is 
exported.  In  the  handling  of  this  export  and  import  business  com- 
plainant has  use  for  a  large  amount  of  cold-storage  space,  sometimes 
in  excess  of  its  own  capacity,  and  desires  to  avail  itself  of  space  in  the 
freezer.  The  domestic  rates  to  ship  side.  New  York  harbor,  also 
apply  to  the  plant  and  to  the  freezer,  and  the  rate  from  ship  side  to 
the  plant  applies  also  to  the  freezer.  When  any  of  this  traffic  is 
placed  in  the  freezer  and  later  taken  to  the  plant,  or  is  moved  from 
the  plant  to  the  freezer  for  storage,  the  only  rates  available  are  the 
minimum  class  rates  herein  attacked.  Complainant  seeks  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  reasonable  switching  charge  to  cover  this  service. 

The  question  is  presented  whether  the  movement  from  the  plant 
io  the  freezer  or  in  the  reverse  direction,  under  the  circumstances 
here  disclosed,  is  interstate  or  intrastate.  The  Lackawanna  con- 
tends that  when  delivery  is  made  at  either  the  freezer  or  the  plant 
the  interstate  transportation  has  been  completed  and  that  a  sub- 
sequent movement  between  these  industries  is  purely  intrastate 
and  not  within  our  jurisdiction,  and  cites  ChUf,  Colorado  <&  Santa 
'Fe  Ry.  Co.  v.  Texat,  204  U.  S.,  403.  Complainant  urges  that  sub- 
stantially all  traffic  moved  through  either  the  plant  or  the  freezer 
has  been  imported  or  is  to  be  exported.  A  shipment  moved  be- 
tween the  plant  and  the  freezer  is  not  interstate  in  character  un- 
less in  some  way  connected  with  an  interstate  movement.  Com- 
plainant does  not  seek  the  establishment  of  reasonable  interstate, 
export,  or  import  rates  from  and  to  its  plant  at  Jersey  City,  with 
the  right  of  storage  in  transit  at  the  freezer.  We  make  no  finding 
as  to  rate  or  charge  for  the  future. 

The  charges  on  nine  of  these  shipments,  ranging  from  $34  to 
$38.61,  and  the  charge  of  $32.60  collected  on  the  other  shipment,  were 
clearly  too  high.    In  view  of  the  somewhat  complex  movement  in- 
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rolred  we  are  of  opinion  that  the  charge  should  not  have  been  lees 
than  $15  per  car. 

We  find  that  the  rates  diarged  on  the  shipments  during  federal 
control  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  t^at  they  exceeded  $15  per 
car;  that  complainant  made  the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and 
bore  the  charges  tha«on  at  the  rat«s  herein  found  unreasonable; 
that  it  was  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  be- 
tween the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued  on  the 
basis  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation, 
with  interest  Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  Y  of  the  Rules 
of  Practice. 

66  I.  C.  C. 
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BATE  CANCELLATION  FROM   INDIANA  TO  OHIO. 


iNVESnOATION   AND    SUSPENSION   DoCKET  No.    1450. 

CANCELLATION  OF  CLASS  RATES  FROM  INDIANA  TO 
OHIO  DESTINATIONS  VIA  TEERE  HAUTE,  INDIANAP- 
OLIS &  EASTERN  TRACTION  COMPANY. 


SutmUtcd  December  17,  1921.    Decided  Fcbruarv  11,  19it. 


1.  Proposed  aincellation  of  joint  rotes  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  over  tbe  Terre 

Haute,  IndlaQapolis  &  Eastern  Traction  Company  end  the  Dayton  & 
Western  Traction  Company  to  points  on  the  lodiana,  Columbus  h  East- 
em  Traction  Company  east  of  Dayton,  Oblo,  and  points  bejond  on  con- 
necting lines,  found  not  justified. 

2.  Proposed  cancellation  of  joint  rates  from  points  on  tbe  Interstate  Public 

Service  Company  and  connecting  lines  to  points  on  tlie  Indiana,  Colum- 
bus A  Eastern  Traction  Company,  and  points  beyond,  found  not  justified. 

3.  Suspended  schedules  ordered  canceled  and  proceeding  discontinued. 

Homer  C.  Corry  for  Indiana,  Columbus  &  Eastern  Traction  Com- 
pany, Columbus,  Newark  &  Zanesville  Electric  Railway  Company, 
Ohio  Electric  Railway  Company,  and  their  receivers ;  F.  D.  Norviti 
for  Union  Traction  Company  of  Indiana;  and  W.  H.  Latta  and 
/.  H.  CtoU  for  Terre  Haute,  Indianapolis  &  Eastern  Traction 
Company. 

B.  B.  McNedy  for  Indianapolis  Chamber  of  Commerce ;  W.  Albert     * 
Wilde  for  Louisville  Board  of  Trade ;  Bert  Weedon  for  Interstate 
Public  Service  Company;  and  Morgan  J.  ParUn  for  Belknap  Hard- 
ware  A  Manufacturing  Company. 

Refobt  of  the  Cohhission. 
DiviaioN  3,  CoHuiBsioNERs  Haix,  Eastman,  and  Cakpbeli, 
Bt  Division  8 : 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  December  12,  1921,  reepon- 
dente  propose  to  cancel  joint  rates  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  points 
east  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  on  the  Indiana,  Columbus  &  Eastern  Trac- 
tion Company  and  its  connections,  in  effect  over  the  Terre  Haute, 
Indianapolis  &  Eastern  Traction  Company  to  Richmond,  Ind,,  and 
tbe  Dayton  &  Western  Traction  Company  to  Dayton.  Under  cur- 
rBut  tariffs  traffic  from  Indianapolis  to  points  east  of  Dayton  may 
be  routed  at  the  same  rates  either  over  the  aforementioned  lines  via 
Richmond  or  over  the  Union  Traction  Company  to  Union  City,  Ind., 
and  the  Indiana,  Colmnbus  &  Eastern.  The  latter  line  extends  from 
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tTnion  City  through  Dayton  and  Springfield  to  Columbus,  and  fran 
Springfield,  through  Lima,  to  Defiance,  all  in  Ohio. 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  December  20, 1921,  the  Inter- 
state Public  Service  Company  proposes  to  cancel  joint  rates  fnHn 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  other  points  on  its  own  and  affiliated  lines  to 
points  on  the  Indiana,  Columbus  &  Eastern  and  points  beyond  vii 
Indianapolis  and  either  the  Union  Traction  or  the  Terre  Haute. 
Indianapolis  &  Kastem. 

Upon  protest  of  the  Terre  Haute,  Indianapolis  &  Eastern,  the 
Indianapolis  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  the  Louisville  Board  of 
Trade,  the  proposed  schedules  have  been  suspended  until  April  11, 
1922. 

The  rat«s  under  consideration  are  class  rates.  The  carriers  con- 
cerned are  aH  electrically  operated  railways,  or,  as  commonly  known, 
interurban  lines.  When  through  traffic  arrangements  with  the  lines 
out  of  Indianapolis  were  originally  entered  into,  the  Indiana,  Colum- 
bus &  Eastern  and  the  Dayton  &  Western  were  operated  by  the  Ohio 
Electric  Railway  Company.  At  the  present  time  the  various  roads 
which  comprised  that  company  are  operated  individually  and  under 
separate  receiverships.  No  changes  are  proposed  in  rates  or  routes 
from  Indianapolis  to  Dayton.  The  purpose  of  the  proposed  cancella- 
tion of  joint  rates  from  Indianapolis  is  to  give  the  Indiana,  Colum- 
bus &  Eastern,  on  traffic  originating  at  Indianapolis  and  desttned  to 
points  east  of  Dayton,  a  longer  haul  than  it  has  on  traffic  which  moves 
by  way  of  Kichmond, 

The  Terre  Haute,  Indianapolis  &  Eastern  vigorously  opposes  the 
attempt  to  eliminate  the  joint  rates  by  way  of  its  line  for  the  reason 
that  it  would  be  deprived  of  its  principal  freight  trafiic.  Shippers 
at  Indianapolis  and  Louisville,  who  appeared  on  behalf  of  the 
protestants,  testified  that  the  service  of  the  Terre  Haute,  Indianapolis 
&  Eastern  is  better  than  that  of  the  Union  Traction,  and  that  at 
Indianapolis  the  terminal  facilities  of  the  former  are  more  adequate 
and  less  congested  at  loading  points  than  those  of  the  latter. 

The  Indiana,  Columbus  &  Eastern  defends  the  proposed  cancella- 
tions on  the  grounds  that  the  routes  through  Union  City  are  not  un- 
reasonably long  and  that,  as  the  delivering  carrier,  it  will  secure 
greater  revenues  out  of  the  longer  hauls  from  Union  City.  It  con- 
tends that  under  section  15(4)  of  the  act  we  can  not  require  it  to 
continue  to  participate  in  through  routes  and  joint  rates  via  Rich- 
mond. This  contention  overlooks  the  fact  that  the  primary  question 
before  us  is  the  justification  of  the  increased  rates  which  will  result 
through  the  substitution  of  combination  rates  for  the  joint  rates 
,  now  in  effect  via  Richmond.  These  increased  rates  the  carriers  have 
not  justified. 
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The  instant  case  is  clearly  distinguishable  from  Tha  Ogden  Gate' 
way  Case,  35  I,  C.  C,  131.  We  there  found  that  we  could  not  pre- 
vent the  cancellation  of  through  routes  and  joint  rates  voluntarily 
established  when  the  circumstances  and  conditions  were  such  as 
would  not  warrant  us  in  establishing  such  arrangements  in  the  iirst 
instance.  Here  it  is  proposed  to  keep  in  effect  materially  lower 
rates  by  way  of  the  longer  route.  In  the  case  cited  the  reverse  was 
true.  The  distances  from  IndiaDapoUs  to  Dayton  are  108.1  miles 
via  Richmond  and  143,5  miles  via  Union  City.  The  difference  of  35.4 
miles  is  19.3  per  cent  of  the  short-line  distance  from  Indianapolis  to 
Columbus,  183  miles,  and  17.7  per  cent  of  the  distance  from  In- 
dianapolis to  Lima,  200  miles,  the  eastern  and  northern  termini,  re- 
spectively, of  the  Indiana,  Columbus  &  Eastern.  Tlie  difference  in 
distance  is  of  greater  moment  than  if  the  hauls  were  by  steam  car- 
riers, since  speed  and  directness  give  electric  lines  their  advantage 
over  steam  carriers  in  the  transportation  of  package  or  less-than-car- 
load  freight,  which  is  the  chief  freight  traSic  of  these  electric  lines. 
The  showing  here  made  would  justify  establishment  of  through 
routes  and  joint  rates  via  Richmond. 

The  evidence  indicates  that  the  schedules  proposed  by  the  Inter- 
state Public  Service  Company  and  its  aflUiated  lines  arc  in  the  nature 
of  a  retaliation  against  the  action  of  the  Indiana,  Columbus  &  East- 
ern in  seeking  to  eliminate  the  routes  through  Bichmond;  further, 
that  the  proposed  cancellation  of  the  joint  rates  by  way  of  Rich- 
mond is  an  outgrowth  of  the  inability  of  the  participating  carriers 
to  agree  upon  divisions.  The  shipping  public  must  not  be  made  to 
suffer  because  of  a  disagreement  between  carriers  over  divisions. 
The  act  prescribes  a  method  for  adjusting  such  controversies. 

We  find  that  the  proposed  schedules  have  not  been  justified.  An 
order  will  be  entered  requiring  their  cancellation  and  discontinuing 
this  proceeding. 
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No.  11668. 
EZRA  W.  COOKE 


CHICAGO,  BURLINGTON  &  QUINCY  RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 


Bubmittcd  November  SI,  J921.    Deciiied  Pehruary  11,  192S. 


Complaint  praying  for  the  iBsuance  of  an  order  under  paragraph  (21)  of  sec- 
tion 1  of  the  interstate  commerce  act  requiring  the  Chicago,  Burlington  A 
Qulncy  Railroad  Company  to  extend  Its  line  from  Ericson  to  Chamber^ 
Nebr. ;  Seld,  That  the  proposed  extension  is  not  reasonably  required  in  the 
Interest  of  public  convenience  and  necess'ty.    Complaint  dismissed. 

ff.  S.  Lower  and  Fred  A.  Wright  for  complainant, 

Kenneth  F.  Burgess  and  Bruce  Scott  for  defendant. 
Report  of  ths  Commission, 
Division  5,  Cohmissionebb  Aitchibon,  Potter,  and  Lewis. 
Bt  Division  5: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  the  complainant  to  the  report  proposed 
b;  the  examiner. 

The  complaint  herein  filed  by  Ezra  W.  Cooke,  acting  for  himself 
and  some  200  other  residents  of  Holt  and  Wheeler  counties,  Nebr., 
prays  that  we  issue  an  order,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
(21)  of  section  1  of  the  interstat«  commerce  act,  requiring  defendant 
to  extend  its  line  of  railroad  from  Ericson,  Nebr.,  to  Chambers, 
Nebr. 

The  pertinent  portion  of  section  1  is  as  follows : 

The  Commission  may,  after  henrlng,  in  a  proceeding  upon  complaint  •  •  • 
require  by  order  any  carrier  by  railroad  subject  to  this  Act,  party  to  such  pro- 
ceeding, •  •  •  to  extend  its  line  or  tines:  Provided,  That  no  such  •  •  • 
order  ehali  be  made  unless  the  Commission  finds,  as  to  such  extension,  tbat  It 
Is  reasonably  required  in  the  Interest  of  public  convenience  and  necessity,  or  as 
to  such  extension  •  •  •  that  the  expense  involved  therein  will  not  impair 
the  ability  of  the  carrier  to  perform  its  duty  to  the  public. 

The  two  conditions  precedent,  enumerated  in  the  proviso  of  this 
paragraph,  are  closely  associated.  An  order  requiring  a  carrier  to 
extend  its  line  in  the  interest  of  public  convenience  and  necessity,  and 
involving  as  a  necessary  incident  expenses  which  would  impair  the 
ability  of  the  carrier  to  perform  its  duty  to  the  public  would  be  a  con- 
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trndiction.  On  the  other  hand,  even  though  such  proposed  extension 
would  not  impair  the  ability  of  a  carrier  to  perform  its  duty  to  the 
public,  no  order  could  be  issued  against  a  carrier  requiring  an  exten- 
aon  of  its  line,  unless  such  extension  was  reasonably  required  in  the 
interest  of  public  convenience  and  necessity.  Both  of  the  conditions 
must  be  satisfied  precedent  to  the  issuance  of  an  order. 

Chambers,  a  town  of  some  260  inhabitants,  is  located  about  150 
miles  west  of  Sioux  City,  Iowa ;  32  miles  north  of  Ericson,  the  ter- 
minus of  a  branch  line  of  the  defendant  which  connects  with  the  main 
line  at  Aurora,  Xebr.;  22  miles  south  of  O'N^eill,  Nebr.,  the  terminus 
of  a  branch  line  of  the  defendant  extending  from  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 
O'Neill  is  also  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago  &  North  Western,  hereinafter 
called  the  North  Western.  Fifty  miles  southeast  of  Chambers  the 
tlmon  Pacific  has  a  terminus  of  one  of  its  branch  lines  at  Spalding, 
Nebr.  Chambers  is  situated  in  a  level  territory  about  20  miles  square, 
colloquially  referred  to  as  Chambers  Flats,  the  soil  of  which  varies 
greatly  in  different  sections.  Most  of  this  land  is  used  for  grazing 
beef  cattle  and  for  growing  native  hay.  While  the  soil  is  not  as 
fertile  as  that  found  in  other  parts  of  Nebraska,  rye,  oats,  speltz,  com, 
fruits,  and  vegetables  are  grown  and  a  considerable  proportion  of  the 
land  is  adapted  to  the  production  of  wheat,  potatoes,  tame  grass,  and 
other  crops,  which,  however,  are  not  grown  for  shipment,  due,  it  is 
testified,  to  the  lack  of  adequate  transportation  facilities.  In  times 
of  declining  prices,  much  of  the  native  hay  grown  in  this  section  is 
not  cut,  owing  to  the  expense  of  getting  it  to  market.  The  water 
supply  is  plentiful.  The  annual  rainfall  averages  23  to  24  inches. 
The  counti^  south  of  Chambers  Flats  between  Ericson  and  Chambers, 
is  generally  adapted  to  agricultural  development,  although  there  are 
considerable  stretches  of  unproductive  sand  dunes. 

From  information  furnished  by  about  one-sixth  of  the  farmers 
residing  within  6  miles  of  Chambers,  complainant  shows  that  of 
187,649.5  acres  of  land  owned  by  them  81,500  acres  were  fit  for 
cultivation  and  18,817  acres  were  under  cultivation.  In  1919,  145,470 
bushels  of  com  were  grown  on  the  cultivated  land.  During  the  same 
year  the  freight  shipments  of  these  farmers  aggregated  8,556,290 
pounds  inbound,  and  26,584,071  pounds  outbound.  They  also  sold 
364,934  pounds  of  butter  fat.  During  1920,  73,330  tons  of  hay  were 
mowed,  and  23,688  cattle,  2,780  horses,  4,196  hogs,  and  631  sheep  were 
raised.  It  is  estimated  that  in  1920,  with  direct  railroad  transporta- 
tion, they  could  have  produced  and  shipped  17,155  cattle,  82,859  tons 
of  hay,  and  large  quantities  of  grain,  poultry,  butter,  eggs,  and  other 
farm  products. 

The  business  of  the  Chambers  section  is  transacted  principally 
through  O'Neill  and  other  points  on  the  North  Western,  because 
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these  points  are  nearer  to  Chambers  thao  is  Ericson,  and  the  roads 
leading  to  them  are  better  than  those  to  Ericson.  Ordinarily  tbe 
teaming  rate  from  O'Neill  to  Chambers  is  25  cents  per  100  pounds, 
but  during  bad  weather  50  cents  per  100  pounds  is  charged. 

As  above  indicated,  Ericson  is  the  terminus  of  a  branch  line  which 
extends  from  Aurora,  on  the  defendant's  main  line  to  Billings. 
From  Palmer  and  Greeley  Center,  intermediate  points,  branches  ex- 
tend to' Sargent  and  Burwell,  respectively.  These  branch  lines  were 
constructed  beyond  Central  City,  a  point  19.2  miles  north  of  Aurora, 
by  a  subsidiary  company,  the  Lincoln  &  Black  Hills  Eailroad  Com- 
pany, in  1887  and  1888,  with  the  exception  of  about  19  miles  between 
Arcadia  and  Sargent,  which  was  built  in  1899.  At  the  time  of  the 
original  construction  some  additional  surveys  were  made  and  grad- 
ing done  beyond  the  present  termini  of  these  three  branches.  Origi- 
nally the  branch  from  Aurora  to  Ericson  was  intended  to  terminate 
at  O'NeiU,  passing  a  few  miles  east  of  Chambers.  The  projected 
line  from  Ericson  was  graded  to  Cedar  City,  a  distance  of  6.4  miles, 
but  was  thereafter  abandoned.  Xo  further  construction  work  has 
been  done  on  these  branches,  although  a  number  of  extensions  have 
been  requested.  In  each  instance,  however,  the  management,  after 
investigating  the  probable  cost  of  construction,  revenue  yield,  and 
expense  of  operation,  determined  that  the  expenditures  required 
would  not  be  justified  by  the  results  of  operation. 

Complainant  urges  that  when  the  line  projected  from  Ericson  to 
O'NeiU  was  abandoned  many  home  seekers,  who  had  settled  in  the 
vicinity  of  Chambers  upon  the  assumption  that  the  railroad  would 
be  constructed,  were  forced  to  relinquish  their  farms  because  facili- 
ties for  transporting  tbe  products  which  they  contemplated  raising 
were  inadequate ;  that  the  land  which  is  adapted  to  agriculture  was 
given  up  to  ranching;  that  the  construction  of  the  branch  to  Ericson 
virtually  gave  to  defendant  a  monopoly  on  railroad  building  in  the 
Chambers  section,  and  thereby  imposed  upon  it,  as  a  public  duty,  the 
moral  obligation  of  providing  reasonable  transportation  facilities  for 
that  territory;  and  that  defendant's  line  is  peculiarly  adapted  to  the 
use  of  this  section  because  it  serves  not  only  Omaha,  Nebr.,  but  also 
has  direct  lines  to  such  primary  markets  as  Chicago,  lU.,  St.  Louis, 
St.  Joseph,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

Defendant  contends  that  if,  under  the  law,  this  territory  is  entitled 
to  rail  transportation,  it  should  not  be  required  to  construct  the  rail- 
road; that  O'Neill,  on  the  North  Western,  a  point  through  which 
complainants  now  transact  the  bulk  of  their  business,  is  10  miles 
nearer  to  Chambers  than  is  Ericson ;  that  from  O'Neill  to  Omaha, 
at  which  point  considerable  of  tbe  produce  of  the  Chambers  section 
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is  marketed,  the  distance  is  197  miles  via  the  North  Western  as  com- 
pared with  211  miles  from  Ericson  to  the  same  point  via  defendant's 
line ;  that  a  line  from  Chambers  to  O'Neill  would  not  involve  difficul- 
ties of  construction,  and  would  traverse  a  more  fertile  countrr  than 
would  be  encountered  in  building  from  Chambers  to  Ericson,  and  that 
while  from  Spalding,  on  the  Union  Pacific,  a  branch  to  Chambers 
would  require  the  construction  of  SO  miles  of  track,  the  distance  from 
Omaha  to  Chambers  via  that  route  would  be  197  miles,  as  compared 
with  248  milea  from  Chambers  to  Omaha  by  way  of  Ericson.  Its 
board  of  directors  declined  to  authorize  the  construction  of  the  exten- 
sion sought,  because  they  considered  it  would  not  prove  a  profitable 
undertaking.  It  estimates  that  the  construction  of  the  new  line  and 
necessary  buildings  which,  based  upon  the  cost  of  similar  recent  con- 
struction work  by  defendant  in  this  general  territory,  would  require 
an  expenditure  of  $1,198,270  or  $37,860  per  mile  of  road,  not  including 
rolling  stock.  This  estimate  includes  an  item  of  $78,000  to  cover  the 
cost  of  the  right  of  way. 

Complainant  has  secured  and  is  willing  to  present  to  defendant, 
free  of  charge,  deeds  to  a  strip  of  land  2  miles  wide  covering  90 
per  cent  of  the  distance,  between  Ericson  and  Chambers,  from 
which  a  right  of  way  100  feet  in  width  may  be  selected  for  the 
proposed  railroad.  In  its  exceptions  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner,  complainant  states  that  all  the  necessnry  right  of  wny 
will  be  furnished  defendant  without  cost.  Complainant  estimates 
that  an  expenditure  of  $552,727  will  be  necessary  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  extension  by  utilizing  the  old  grade  from  Ericson  to 
Cedar  City.  Defendant's  witness  testified  that  this  grading  is  prac- 
tically all  gone,  and  in  the  event  of  the  construction  of  a  railroad 
would  be  of  no  value.  This  estimate  does  not  seem  to  us  to  be 
adequate. 

Based  upon  the  gross  revenues  per  mile  of  road  of  other  branch 
lines  in  the  same  general  territory,  and  the  traffic  possibilities  of 
the  Chambers  section,  defendant  estimates  that  the  gross  freight, 
passenger,  mail,  and  express  revenues  accruing  to  it  on  traffic  to 
and  from  points  on  the  extension  would  aggregate  $225,000  per 
annum;  that  based  upon  freight  and  passenger  service  daily  except 
Sunday,  the  expense  of  train  and  station  service,  mechanical  forces, 
section  men,  and  water  service  on  the  new  line,  including  wages, 
fuel,  supplies,  and  depreciation  of  locomotives,  cabooses,  and  passen- 
ger equipment,  would  total  $86,47S.76  per  annum ;  that  repairs  and 
renewals  of  rails,  ties,  bridges,  stations,  and  telegraph  lines,  and 
state  taxes  would  increase  the  expenses  o-f  operation  to  $125,566  per 
annum,  thus  leaving  $99,444  per  annum  net,  excluding  the  expense  of 
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huidling  the  traffic  south  of  Ericson.  Complainant  urges  thai  dailj 
passenger  serrice  would  not  he  necessary  on  the  extension,  and 
cites  a  statute  of  Nebraska  under  which  defendant  could  not  be 
required  to  operate  such  trains  unless  the  extension  earned  in  excess 
of  7  per  cent.  The  substitution  of  daily  combination  freight  and 
passenger  service  would  reduce  defendant's  estimate  for  the  cost  of 
operation  of  the  proposed  branch  by  $23,866^2  per  annum. 

The  average  operating  ratio  of  defendant's  system  for  the  three 
years  ended  1920  was  81.5  per  cent.  Upon  the  assumption  that  the 
operating  expenses  requisite  to  handle  traffic  to  and  from  the 
proposed  line  would  constitute  81.5  per  cent  of  the  estimated  annual 
revenues  of  $225,000,  there  would  remain  $41,625  per  annum,  which, 
after  deduction  of  estimated  taxes,  would  produce  railway  operating 
income  of  $29,661,  a  return  of  2.48  per  cent  on  the  defendant's 
estimated  investment  in  the  proposed  line,  without  any  allowance 
for  freight  equipment  to  handle  the  additional  business. 

The  revenues  of  the  proposed  line  would  accrue  chiefly  from 
traffic  destined  to  and  from  points  on  other  lines  of  defendant,  the 
local  traffic  being  negligible.  Although  the  major  part  of  these 
hauls  would  be  on  main  and  branch  lines  south  of  Ericson,  on  basis 
of  mixed-train  service  the  operating  expenses  and  taxes  of  the  ez> 
tension  would  consume  45  per  cent  of  the  gross  revenue  derived 
from  such  movements.  To  pay  6  per  cent  on  the  estimated  invest- 
ment in  the  new  line,  merely,  would  require  the  assignment  of  77 
per  cent  of  the  gross  revenue  to  it,  thus  leaving  but  23  per  cent  of  the 
gross  revenue  to  pay  for  the  remainder  of  the  system  haul. 

The  issuance  of  the  order  prayed  for  would  require  defendant 
to  invest  a  large  sum  of  money  in  an  undertaking  which  at  the  outset 
would  not  be  a  financial  success,  and  would  not  hold  out  hope  for 
the  future. 

We  find  that  the  proposed  extension  from  Ericson  to  Chambers 
is  not  reasonably  required  in  the  interest  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity.    The  complaint  will  be  dismisaed. 
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Investioation  and  Suspension  Docket'  No.  1425. 
REDUCED  RATES  ON  COAL  TO  KANSAS  CITY,  MO. 


Sttbtnitted  January  IS,  lSt2.    Decided  February  11,  1922. 


Proposed  teductiona  In  interstate  rates  on  coal  from  mines  In  tbe  SprluGfleld, 
III.,  district  served  by  tLe  Chicago  &  Alton,  and  from  mines  in  tlie  south- 
western field  located  tii  Mlsaoarl,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Arlcausas  to 
Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kniis.,  and  Intcrmedlnte  points  found  not  Jnstlfled. 
Suspended  schedules  ordered  canceled. 

Af.  G.  Roberts  for  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Company; 
W.  W.  Miller  for  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  Railway  Company; 
6'.  S.  Muckley  for  Kansas  City  Southern  Railway  Company ;  Henry 
G.  Herbel  for  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company;  Silas  H.  Straion, 
Frank  E,  Tovmer,  and  Charles  M.  Miller  for  Chicago  &.  Alton  Rail- 
road Company;  C.  N.  Richards  for  Wabash  Railway  Company;  and 
K,  B.  Bannigan  for  Southern  Railway  Company. 

Stanley  B.  Houck  for  Peabody  Coal  Company  and  other  inter- 
veners; Thomas  L.  Philips  for  Southwestern  Interstate  Coal  Opera- 
tors Association ;  R.  W.  Ropiequet  for  coal  operators  associations  of 
southern  Illinois ;  John  S.  Burchmore  and  C.  P.  Hoy  for  Fifth  and 
Ninth  Districts  Coal  Bureau ;  A.  P.  Rudowshy  for  Oklahoma  Coal 
Operators  Association ;  C.  E.  Childe  for  Omaha  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce Traffic  Bureau ;  A.  C.  Owen  for  Swift  &  Company ;  B.  B.  Reed 
for  Cudahy  Packing  Company;  J.  H.  Tedrow  for  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  Kansas  City,  Mo. ;  C.  D.  Dooley  for  Peet  Brothers  Manu- 
facturing Company ;  W.  E.  Willey  for  Procter  &  Gamble  Manufac- 
turing Company;  R.  J.  Higgins  for  receivers  of  the  Kansas  City 
Railways  Company;  TF.  A.  Brewerton  for  Sangamon  County  Mining 
Company  and  Illinois  operators  at  Springfield  and  Lincoln,  III.; 
A.  E.  Lee  for  Union  Fuel  Company  and  Panther  Creek  Mines; 
T.  M.  Barber  for  Kansas  City  Power  &,  Light  Company ;  and  B,  J. 
Smith  for  city  of  Kansas  City,  Kans. 

Report  of  the  Comuission, 
Division  4,  Cohhisbioners  Meter,  Daniels,  and  Potter. 
Bi  Division  4: 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  on  various  dates  from  Octo- 
ber 25  CO  November  27,  1921,  the  Kansas  City  Southern;  Missouri 
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Pacifi'-;  \tii-srtan,  Kanias  &  Texas:  and  the  St.  Louis-San  Frmncisco 
propf)?*  to  reduce  their  rfspeaive  rates  on  lump  lod  slack  coal  fn>ia 
certain  prw^uc-ing  Sehk  in  Kan-as,  Missoori,  Arkansas,  and  Okla- 
homa to  Kansas  City.  ^[o.-Kans.,  and  other  points  adjacent,  or  inter- 
mediate, to  Kansas  Citj,  2^.5  cents  per  ton.  The  Chicago  A  Alton 
pTOptyae-i  a  like  reduction  on  fine  or  slack  coal  from  tJie  mines  on  its 
lines  in  the  Sprinfrfield,  III.,  district  to  Kansas  City  and  intermediate 
p^jinU  in  Missouri.  The  curriei-s  in  the  order  named  above  will  be 
designated  herein  as  K.  C.  S.,  51.  P.,  M.,  K.  &  T.,  Frisco,  and  Alton. 
Keference  to  the  southwestern  carriers  will  mean  the  roads  named 
above,  except  the  Alton,  and  the  expression  slack  coal  will  include 
pea,  soft,  and  fine  coal  and  screenings.  Protests  were  filed  by  the 
Alton  and  Springfield  coal  operators  to  the  reducUons  proposed  by 
the  southwestern  carriers,  and  by  the  southwestern  carriers  and  coal 
operators  to  the  reductions  proposed  by  the  Alton,  and  the  schedules 
were  suspended  until  March  24  and  27, 1922.  Kates  will  be  stated  in 
amounts  per  net  ton  of  2,000  pounds. 

The  southwestern  coal  fields  from  which  the  proposed  reductions 
apply  are  composed  of  mines  or  groups  of  mines  in  the  states  of 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Oklahoma,  and  generally  south  of 
Kansas  City.  The  Hich  Hill,  Mo.,  group  touches  both  sides  of  the 
Missouri-Kansas  line  at  an  average  distance  of  about  80  to  85  miles 
from  Kansas  City;  the  southern  Kansas  group,  also  known  as  the 
Pittsburg,  Kans.,  group,  or  the  Missouri-Kansas  group,  is  south  of 
the  Kich  Uill  group,  and  includes  mines  in  the  southeast  comer  of 
Kansas  and  in  southwest  Missouri,  an  average  of  about  117  to  132 
miles  from  Kansas  City;  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  group  includes 
mines  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort  Smith,  Ark.,  an  average  distance  of 
about  21)0  to  343  miles  from  Kansas  City;  the  Henryetta  and  Mc- 
Alcster  groups  in  Arkansas  are  about  299  to  321  miles  from  Kansas 
City,  and  the  Spadra,  Ark.,  group  about  424  to  427  miles.  The  Issues 
center  upon  the  rates  from  the  southern  Kansas  group,  which  pro- 
duces the  bulk  of  slack  coal  in  the  southwest.  The  weighted-average 
haul  from  this  group  to  Kansas  City  is  shown  as  127  miles,  and  the 
average  short-line  distance  is  about  117  miles. 

The  Springfield  district  is  located  in  the  vicinity  of  Springfield, 
111.,  but  tho  rates  under  suspension  apply  only  from  those  mines  in 
this  dislrii't  served  by  the  Alton  and  from  Colliery,  111,,  on  the 
Springfield  Terminal.  The  average  short-line  distance  from  these 
mines  to  Knnsns  City  over  the  Alton  is  about  307  miles,  not  including 
any  r<)nstrurti\'o  mileage  for  the  Mississippi  River  crossing,  and  the 
avi'nigo  from  all  mines  on  nil  lines  in  the  Springfield  group  is  about 
StiS  miles. 
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The  short-line  distance  from  the  Aiton  mines  in  the  Springfield 
group  to  Kansas  City,  307  miles,  is  190  miles  greater  than  the  short- 
line  distance  over  the  Kansas  City  Southern  from  the  southern 
Kansas  group ;  and  the  average  distance  from  the  entire  Springfield 
group  to  Kansas  City  is  said  to  be  about  the  same  as  from  all  of  the 
groups  of  mines  in  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma  south  of  the  southern 
Kansas  group.  The  average  distances  used  in  this  report  are  taken 
from  numerous  exhibits  of  record. 

The  present  and  proposed  rates  on  coal  from  the  southwestern 
fields  to  Kansas  City  are  as  follows: 


On  lump. 

OnilMk. 

Prwmt. 

Pn^oMd. 

Piumt. 

PTOpOWd. 

Is 

tl.SE 

IMS 

xet6 
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The  present  and  proposed  rates  of  the  Alton  from  mines  on  its 
lines  in  the  Springfield  district  to  the  same  destination,  are : 

Present       FropoBod. 

Pancj  lump $2.77  

Comiuerclal  lump 2.635        

Fine  coal 2.266         $2.01 

The  reductions  proposed  by  the  southwestern  carriers  apply  on 
lump  and  slack  coal,  and  those  of  the  Alton  on  slack  coal  only.  The 
present  difference  in  the  slack-coal  rates  from  the  Alton  mines  in  the 
Springfield  district,  and  from  those  in  the  southern  Kansas  district, 
is  81  cents  in  favor  of  the  latter.  Under  the  proposed  reductions, 
this  difference  would  be  maintained. 

The  southwestern  carriers  assert  that  their  present  rates  are  not 
unreasonable  and  that  the  revenue  received  under  them  is  not  ex- 
cessive. They,  with  the  exception  of  the  M.  P.,  ask  us  to  permit  their 
proposed  rates  to  become  effective  in  order  to  widen  the  spreads  be- 
tween the  competing  fields,  and  to  order  the  cancellation  of  the  pro- 
posed Alton  rate.  They  propose  to  widen  the  present  difference  in 
favor  of  the  southern  Kansas  group  from  81  cents  to  $1,095,  but  ask- 
that  their  reductions  be  allowed  only  on  condition  that  the  Alton  is 
prevented  by  us  from  reducing  its  rates  from  the  Springfield  group. 
The  M.  P.  opposes  all  of  the  proposed  reductions,  including  its  own ; 
and  it  urges  that  all  of  the  suspended  schedules  should  be  canceled 
and  that  a  differential  between  the  competing  fields  should  be  fixed 
by  us.    The  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  and  the  Chicago,  Rock 
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Island  &  Pacific,  which  serve  mises  in  the  southwestern  fields,  have 
not  joined  the  K.  C.  S.  and  the  Frisco  in  the  rates  which  the  latter 
propose. 

The  Alton  opposes  reductions  in  all  of  these  rates,  including  its 
own.  It  insists  that  the  present  rates  from  the  two  fields  are  on  a 
proper  basis,  and  that  a  widening  of  the  present  difference,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  southwestern  carriers,  would  exclude  Springfield  coal 
from  the  Kansas  City  market.  The  Wabash,  which  forms  a  longo 
route  than  the  Alton  from  mines  in  the  Springfield  group  and  wbkb 
for  competitive  reasons  meets  the  present  rates  of  the  Alton  on  lump 
coal,  and  10  cents  higher  on  fine  coal,  from  the  Springfield  group  lo 
Kansas  City,  opposes  the  proposed  reductions  of  the  Alton  and  the 
southwestern  lines,  and  states  that  it  will  reduce  its  rates  if  the 
Alton's  proposed  rates  are  allowed  to  become  effective. 

The  lines  in  Illinois  serving  other  groups  are  not  propoang 
reductions  similar  to  those  proposed  by  the  Alton,  and,  with  the 
exception  of  the  Wabash,  have  not  seen  fit  to  meet  the  competition 
from  the  southwest  at  Kansas  City. 

The  Southern  Railway  opposes  all  of  the  proposed  reductions,  and 
states  that  if  the  suspended  schedules  are  allowed  to  become  effective 
it  will  have  to  equalize,  for  competitive  purposes,  a  line  of  depressed 
rates. 

BATE  HI8T0BT. 

The  present  controversy  between  these  competing  carriers  had  its 
beginning  in  August,  1916,  when  the  Alton  published  from  the  mines 
on  its  lines  in  the  Springfield  district  to  Kansas  City  a  rote  of  $1.25 
on  fine  coal  and  in  October  of  the  same  year  rates  of  $1.60  and 
$1.S0  on  fancy  lump  and  commercial  lump,  respectively.  Prior  to 
this,  coal  rates  from  the  Springfield  district  to  Kansas  City  were  from 
$1.15  to  $1.25  higher  than  those  from  the  Missouri-Kansas  fields. 
There  was  no  fixed  differential,  but  the  southwestern  carriers  con- 
tend that  this  difference  was  of  long  standing  and  was  the  result 
of  properly  adjusted  freight  rates.  They  maintain  that  $1.80  was  the 
standard  coal  rate  from  Mississippi  River  crossings.  East  St.  Louis 
to  Dubuque,  inclusive,  to  Missouri  River  crossings,  Kansas  City  to 
Omaha,  inclusive,  from  1891  to  1915.  This  rate  was  probably  made 
by  using  a  distance  scale  across  the  state  of  Iowa  which  produced  a 
rate  of  $1.50,  and  adding  thereto  a  30-cent  arbitrary  for  crossing 
the  Mississippi.  Rates  on  coal  from  points  east  of  the  Mississippi 
to  Missouri  River  crossings  appear  to  have  been  made  by  using  local 
or  proportional  rates  to  the  Mississippi  and  the  established  rate  of 
$1.80  beyond.  On  September  3,  1900,  the  Alton  applied  the  Missis- 
sippi crossings  rat«  from  mines  on  its  lines  in  the  Springfield  dia- 
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trict  to  the  Missouri  Kiver  crossings.  This  action  was  followed 
lBt«r  by  the  Wabash  and  other  roads  in  the  Springfield  district. 
The  rate  thus  established  was  increased  10  cents  on  September  30, 
1915,  by  our  order  in  Investigation  and  Suspension  Docket  No.  565, 
thus  making  the  Alton  rate  on  all  grades  of  coal  from  the  Spring- 
field district  to  Kansas  City  $1.90. 

On  August  22,  1916,  the  Alton  reduced  its  rate  on  slack  coal  from 
Springfield  to  Kansas  City  from  $1.90  to  $1.25  and  shortly  there- 
after its  rates  on  fancy  lump  and  commercial  lump  from  $1.90  to 
$1.00  and  $1.50,  respectively.  As  a  result  of  these  reductions  the 
difference  in  rates  from  the  southern  Kansas  and  Springfield  groups 
■was  reduced  from  $1.15  to  50  cents  on  slack  coal.  Later  the  Wabash 
met  the  Alton's  rates  on  lump  coals  and  put  into  effect  a  rate  on  fine 
coal  10  cents  per  ton  higher  than  the  Alton's  rate  of  $1.26  to  Kansas 
City. 

These  rates  were  increased  in  1917  15  cents  per  ton,  pursuant  to 
The  Fifteen  Per  Cent  Case,  45  I.  C.  C,  303;  on  June  25,  1918,  by 
specific  amounts  under  general  order  No.  28;  and  in  1920  as  author- 
ized by  us. 

As  a  result  of  these  increases  the  difference  in  rates  on  slack  cnal 
in  favor  of  the  southern  Kansas  mines,  as  compared  with  the  Alton's 
Springfield  mines  to  Kansas  City,  has  been  increased  from  50  cents 
to  81  cents  per  ton. 

When  the  reductions  referred  to  above  were  proposed  by  the  Alton 
in  1916  they  were  vigorously  protested  by  the  southwestern  carriers, 
and  we  were  asked  to  suspend  the  rates.  An  exhaustive  hearing  was 
held  before  our  suspension  board  and  the  request  for  suspension 
was  denied. 

In  their  protests  against  the  Alton's  reductions  in  1916  the  south- 
western  carriers  contended  that  coal  from  the  southwestern  fields 
would  be  driven  out  of  the  Kansas  City  market.  They  now  state 
that  the  predicted  result,  which  did  not  occur  immediately,  was  only 
temporarily  delayed  by  the  unprecedented  demand  for  coal  brought 
on  by  the  war  and  by  the  Fuel  Administration's  order  which  zoned 
all  eastern  coal  out  of  Kansas  City  from  April  1,  1918,  to  Febru- 
ary 1,  1919;  and  show  that  the  Alton  moved  427,156  tons  of  coal 
from  the  Springfield  district  to  Kansas  City  in  1921,  as  compared 
with  the  total  of  389  tons  shipped  from  the  entire  Springfield  dis- 
trict to  the  same  destination  in  1915.  But  the  Illinois  operators 
show  that  the  annual  consumption  of  steam  coal  in  the  Kansas  City 
market  is  about  2,250,000  tons  per  year;  that  the  total  lump  and 
slack  coal  from  the  southern  Kansas  group  alone,  not  including  ship- 
ments from  the  other  groups  in  the  southwest,  to  Kansas  City  in 
1920  was  568,198  tons  and  in  1921  it  was  629,560  tons,  as  compared 
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with  the  total  of  386,032  tons  from  mines  in  the  Springfield  group 
on  the  Alton  to  Kansas  City  in  1920  and  427,156  tons  in  1921.  In 
1921  the  southern  Kansas  mines  increased  their  shipments  to  Kan- 
sas City  about  60,000  tons  over  1920  and  the  Alton  mines  increased 
theirs  only  about  40,000.  In  1921,  when  the  Alton  mines'  shipmeoti 
to  Kansas  City  were  at  the  maximum,  they  furnished  less  tiian  2S 
per  cent  of  the  total  consumption  of  steam  coal  in  Kansas  City. 
This  showing  overcomes  the  contention  of  the  southwestern  car- 
riers and  coal  operators  that  a  reestablishment  of  the  former  rela- 
tionship in  rates  is  necessary  to  the  life  of  the  coal  industry  in  tbi 
southwest. 

RATES  PROM  THE  BODTHWESTEHN  FIELDS. 

The  southwestern  carriers  contend  that  the  existing  relationship 
between  the  rates  from  the  southwestern  fields  and  those  from  the 
Springfield  district  is  relatively  unreasonable,  improper,  and  unfair 
to  the  extent  that  it  differs  from  the  relationship  in  effect  prior  to 
the  Alton's  reductions  in  1916;  and  that  the  relationship  deprives  the 
southwestern  operators  of  their  right  to  reach  a  competitive  market 
under  circumstances  which  their  location  and  conditions  of  produc- 
tion fairly  entitle  them  to,  and  enables  the  Springfield  operators  to 
overcome  their  natural  disadvantage  in  distance.  They  attempt  to 
show  that  the  rates  proposed  from  the  southwest  are  reasonable  in 
and  of  themselves  .and  that  the  rates  proposed  by  the  Alton  are  un- 
reasonably low  and  less  than  sufficient  to  pay  the  cost  of  transporta- 
tion. 

The  present  rate  on  slack  coal  from  the  Bich  HUl  group,  based  od 
80.3  miles,  yields  16.9  mills  per  ton-mile  and  the  proposed  rate  would 
yield  13.3  mills;  from  the  southern  Kansas  group,  117.2  miles,  the 
present  rate  on  slack  yields  12.7  mills  and  the  proposed  rate  would 
yield  10.3  mills;  from  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  group,  298.6  miles, 
the  present  rate  yields  8.6  mUls  and  the  proposed  rate  would  yield 
7.6  mills.  The  present  rate  on  slack  from  the  Alton  mines  in  the 
Springfield  group,  306.6  miles,  yields  7.5  mills,  with  no  deduction  or 
allowance  of  constructive  mileage  for  the  Mississippi  river  crossing, 
and  the  proposed  rate  would  yield  6.5  mills.  With  an  allowance  of 
3  miles  and  a  deduction  of  34  cente  per  ton  for  the  river  crossing  the 
proposed  rate  of  the  Alton  would  yield  5.5  milla  The  proposed 
rates  if  extended  to  apply  over  the  longer  line  of  the  Wabash  from 
the  mines  in  the  Springfield  group  would  yield  less  than  those  of  the 
Alton. 

By  means  of  graphic  charts  the  southwestern  lines  show  that  the 
earnings  per  tx>n-mile  under  the  present  rates  from  the  southwestern 
fields  are  somewhat  higher  than  those  under  the  rates  from  the 
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Springfield  group  whether  the  short-line  average  distances  or  the 
average  distances  over  aU  workable  routes  be  used.  They  further 
show  that  the  average  earnings  per  ton-mile  under  the  rates  pro- 
posed from  the  southwestern  field  would  be  slightly  in  excess  of  the 
earnings  under  the  present  rates  from  the  Springfield  group.  But 
consideration  must  be  given  to  the  fact  that  the  southwestern  fields 
include  mines  which  are  very  close  t©  Kansas  City,  as  compared  with 
the  mines  in  the  Springfield  district  nearest  te  Kansas  City,  and 
to  the  fact  that  the  bulk  of  the  tonnage  from  the  southwest  originates 
in  tlie  southern  Kansas  group,  from  which  the  average  weighted 
haul  is  only  about  one-third  of  the  average  distance  from  the  Alton 
and  Wabash  mines  in  the  Springfield  gioup.  Furthermore,  it  is  not 
denied  that  the  haul  from  the  Illinois  fields  to  Kansas  City  is 
through  a  lower  rated  territory  than  the  haul  from  the  southwestern 
fields  to  Kansas  City.  The  weighted-average  ton-mile  earnings  from 
the  southwestern  fields  may  properly  be  slightly  higher  than  from 
the  Illinois  fields  to  the  common  destination. 

The  specific  reduction  of  28.5  cents  proposed  from  the  southwestern 
fields  was  apparently  intended  to  fit  the  rates  from  the  southern 
Kansas  group,  and  no  attempt  has  been  made  to  justify  the  blanket 
reduction  from  all  of  the  southwestern  groups  regardless  of  tlie  wide 
differences  in  distances  and  rates.  The  blanket  reduction  is  open  to 
further  criticism  in  that  the  proposed  rate  of  $2.28  on  slack  coal  from 
the  Arkansas-Oklahoma,  McAlester,  Henryetta,  and  Spadra  groups 
for  average  distances  of  about  424  to  427  miles  is  lower  than  the 
present  rate  of  $2,295  on  slack  coal  from  the  Alton  and  Wabash 
mines  in  the  Springfield  group.  It  is  conceded  by  some  of  the 
interested  parties,  and  denied  by  none,  that  the  rates  from  the  groups 
in  the  southwest  south  of  the  southern  Kansas  group  should  not  be 
less  than  tlie  contemporaneous  rates  from  the  Alton  mines  in  the 
Springfield  group.  These  circumstances  alone  warrant  the  cancella- 
tion of  the  proposed  rates  of  the  southwestern  lines  from  the  lower 
groups  in  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma. 

The  southwestern  lines  do  not  propose  to  reduce  their  rates  to 
Omaha,  which  competes  with  and  draws  coal  from  the  same  fields 
as  Kansas  City.  Omaha  interests  contend  with  force  that  the  pro- 
posed reductions  from  the  southwest  would  result  in  undue  prefer- 
ence in  favor  of  Kansas  City  and  subject  Omaha  to  undue  prejudice. 
The  present  rate  on  slack  coal  from  the  southern  Kansas  group  to 
Omaha  is  $2,565,  or  $1.08  higher  than  the  present  rate  of  $1,485  to 
Kansas  City.  The  proposed  rate  of  $1.20  to  Kansas  City  would  be 
less  than  half  the  rate  to  Omaha,  The  present  differential,  OmahM 
over  Kansas  City,  is  based  upon  the  relationship  of  70  cents  in  effect 
for  a  number  of  years  prior  to  June  25,  IdlS.   If  the  proposed  reduc- 
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tions  are  permitted  to  become  effective  the  differential  will  be  fur- 
ther widened  to  $1,365. 

The  Omaha  interests  contend  that  the  present  differential.  Omaha 
over  Kansas  City,  should  not  be  further  widened,  and  that  no  reduc- 
tions should  be  permitted  from  the  southwestern  Selds  to  Kansas 
City  without  corresponding  reductions  to  Omaha.  Theru  is  merit 
in  this  contention. 

TiiE  Alton's  rates  from  the  sfrinofieu>  oroitp. 

The  Alton's  position  is  summarized  in  the  statement  that  the 
present  rates  on  coal  from  its  Springfield  district  and  from  the 
southwestern  fields  to  Kansas  City  are  proper  rates  fairly  related, 
and  not  unreasonably  high;  and  that  the  proposed  reductions  will 
result  in  rates  which  are  depressed  and  which  ^vill  not  yield  a  proper 
return.  It  states  that  the  reductions  proposed  by  it  were  filed  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  present  relationship  on  slack 
coal  between  the  rates  from  the  southwestern  fields  and  the  rates 
from  mines  on  its  line  in  order  to  conserve  its  annual  revenue  of 
more  than  a  million  dollars  from  this  traffic  and  to  protect  the 
millions  of  dollars  invested  in  the  development  of  mines  on  its  line 
in  the  Springfield  group.  It  offers  evidence  to  show  that  the  present 
rates  of  the  southwestern  lines  are  not  unreasonable ;  that  the  present 
relationship  between  those  rates  and  its  rates  from  the  Springfield 
group  should  not  be  widened ;  and  that  routes  of  the  southwestern 
lines  traverse  a  territory  of  higher  rate  level  and  lower  traffic  den- 
sity than  the  territory  between  Springfield  and  Kansas  City.  They 
contend  that  the  southwestern  lines  have  failed  to  prove  that  any 
improper  relationship  exists. 

In  justification  for  the  reductions  made  by  the  Alton  in  1916,  its 
witness  shows  that  from  1912  to  1915,  inclusive,  only  22  carloads  of 
coal  moved  over  the  Alton  to  Kansas  City,  which  city  is  the  second 
largest  consumer  of  Coal  reached  by  the  Alton's  rails.  Its  east- 
bound  tonnage  was  developing  much  faster  than  the  westbound, 
and  the  reduction  was  made  to  induce  the  westbound  movement  of 
coal.  As  a  result  of  the  reduction  the  movement  of  coal  over  its 
line  to  Kansas  City  increased  from  practically  nothing  in  1915  to 
293,395  tons  in  the  year  ending  July  31,  1917.  During  that  year  its 
gross  ton-mile  traffic  westbound  practically  equaled  the  eastbound 
traffic.  The  business  has  developed  through  a  period  of  five  years, 
except  during  the  period  August  1,  1917,  to  July  31,  1918,  when 
eastern  coal  was  excluded  from  Kansas  City  under  the  zoning  orders 
of  the  Fuel  Administration.  Additional  equipment  and  motive 
power  has  been  purchased  to  handle  this  traffic,  which  is  particularlj 
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desirable  because  it  forms  the  only  tonnage  available  to  the  Alton, 
which  can  enable  it  to  equalize  its  traffic  in  both  directions.  It  con- 
tends that  the  widening  in  the  present  spread  in  favor  of  the  south- 
western fields  would  exclude  the  Springfield  coal  from  the  Kansas 
City  market,  with  a  direct  loss  of  revenue  to  it  and  an  economic  loss 
because  of  wasted  transportation  effort. 

The  Alton  distinguishes  between  traffic  moving  through  a  gate- 
way such  as  St.  Louis  over  separately  owned  bridges  nnd  traffic 
over  its  direct  single  line  from  the  Springfield  mines,  which 
crosses  the  Mississippi  Kiver  over  its  own  bridge  at  Louisiana,  Mo., 
in  an  uninterrupted  movement.  At  Kansas  City  a  number  of  de- 
liveries are  made  on  the  Alton's  own  rails  and  its  switching  absorp- 
tion for  deliveries  on  other  lines  is  limited  to  $d  per  car.  The 
sonthwestem  lines  provide  for  greater  absorptions. 

Its  present  rate  of  $2,295  on  slack  from  the  Springfield  district  to 
Kansas  City,  yielding  7.52  mills  for  the  average  weighted  haul  of 
806  miles  over  its  line,  is  compared  with  thfe  rate  of  $2.72  from  the 
Springfield  mines  over  the  Wabash  to  Detroit,  a  distnnce  of  about 
460  miles,  yielding  6.04  mills;  and  with  the  rate  of  $1.46  for  197  miles 
from  the  Springfield  district  over  the  Cincinnati,  Indianapolis  A 
Western  to  Indianapolis.  The  Alton  further  shows  that  the  yield 
of  9.08  mills  on  fancy  lump,  8.31  mills  on  commercial  lump,  and  7.52 
mills  on  slack  coal,  and  its  weighted-average  yield  of  7.93  mills  on 
all  coal  from  its  Springfield  mines  to  Kansas  City  are  higher  than  the 
weighted-average  yield  of  7.76  mills  for  the  average  haul  of  162 
miles  on  all  coal  handled  over  its  lines. 

The  Alton  further  contends  that  the  ability  of  its  Springfield  mines 
to  market  coal  in  Kansas  City  under  the  present  disadvantage  of  81 
cents  per  ton  in  freight  rates  is  due  to  the  extraordinary  service  given 
by  these  operators  to  the  consumers  as  compared  with  the  uncertain 
supply  and  lack  of  service  given  hy  the  southwestern  operators.  It 
contends  that  the  evidence  offered  by  the  southwestern  operators  to 
show  that  their  costs  of  mining  exceed  the  costs  in  the  Springfield 
district  is  not  entitled  to  consideration  in  this  case,  llie  south- 
western operators  submitted  exhibits  to  show  that  the  mining  costs  in 
their  field  exceeded  the  costs  in  the  Springfield  district  91  cents  in 
1918,  $1.05  in  1919,  $1.28  in  1920,  and  as  high  as  $1.79  in  1921.  They 
state  that  the  purpose  of  this  evidence  is  to  show  that  the  Springfield 
district  needs  no  artificial  assistance  in  placing  its  coal  in  the  Kansas 
City  market.  The  Springfield  operators  assail  the  accuracy  of  these 
estimates  and  state  that  under  the  abnormal  conditions  of  1921,  when 
many  mines  were  closed  and  others  were  operated  only  occasionally, 
it  is  impossible  to  make  a  fair  comparison  of  costs.  The  southwestern 
coal  is  rated  from  6  to  10  per  cent  higher  in  heat  units  than  ih* 
88486*— 22— VOL  66 80 

D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


466  IHTEBSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION  BEPOHXa. 

Springfield  coal  and  the  Springfield  operators  contend  that  this  fact, 
together  with  the  present  difference  of  81  cents  in  freight  rates,  gireH 
the  southwest  a  decided  advantage  in  the  Kansas  City  market. 

The  municipalities  of  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
and  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  contend  that  the 
time  is  ripe  for  general  reductions  in  rates  on  fuel  coal,  and  that 
therefore  the  reductions  proposed  by  both  the  southwestern  lines  and 
the  Alton  to  Kansas  City  ^ould  be  permitted  to  become  effective. 
They  undertake  to  show  by  various  exhibited  comparisons  that  the 
proposed  rates  are  reasonable  and  compensatory,  and  that  the  car- 
riers can  well  afford  to  haul  this  trafBc  at  the  proposed  rates.  In 
comparing  the  rates  on  coal  and  other  commodities  between  Pitts- 
burg, Kans.,  and  Kansas  City  they  show,  for  example,  t^at  the  pro- 
posed rate  on  slack  coal  would  yield  $54  per  car,  as  compared  with 
yields  of  $54  on  draintile  and  $46.20  on  cattle  under  the  present  rates. 
Other  comparisons  show  that  the  proposed  rates  on  coal  from  the 
Springfield  district  to  Kansas  City  measure  well  with  the  earnings  on 
other  commodities  between  the  Mississippi  and  Missouri  rivers.  The 
proposed  rate  on  slack  coal  307  miles  would  yield  $90.40  per  car,  as 
compared  with  the  present  rates  for  an  average  distance  of  326  miles 
between  the  rivers  which  yield  $84  on  draintile  and  $93  on  fresh  meat 
or  fiour,  and  as  compared  with  the  average  earning  on  all  freight  of 
the  Alton  during  the  year  1920  of  $45  per  car.  Other  comparisons 
are  submitted  to  show  that  the  rates  on  coal  from  the  Springfield  dis- 
trict to  Kansas  City  compare  favorably  with  the  rates  for  equal  dis- 
tances from  the  Illinois  fields  to  various  destinatjons  in  Iowa,  Wis- 
consin, and  Illinois. 

They  state,  further,  that  the  elimination  of  natural  gas  and  the 
limitation  of  the  supply  of  fuel  oil  have  served  to  greatly  increase 
the  demand  for  coal  at  Kansas  City,  and  that  the  southwestern  fields 
do  not  produce  enough  steam  coal  to  supply  Kansas  City,  St.  Joseph, 
Topeka,  and  Omaha. 

Certain  of  the  interveners  oppose  a  further  widening  of  the  spread 
in  rates  in  favor  of  the  southwestern  mines  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  not  reduce  the  cost  of  coal  to  the  consumer,  but  would  merely  re- 
sult in  an  increased  profit  to  the  dealers  in  coal  from  the  southwest- 
ern field,  and  would  exclude  the  Springfield  coal  from  that  market. 
They  desire  the  continuation  of  reasonable  rates  from  both  fields  in 
order  that  the  movement  from  both  may  be  free  and  uninterrupted. 

Omaha  and  St.  Joseph  show  that  a  reduction  in  rates  from  the 
Springfield  mines,  as  well  as  the  southwestern  mines,  to  Kansas 
City,  without  corresponding  reductions  to  the  upper  Missouri  River 
cities  which  compete  with  Kansas  City  would  increase  the  alleged 
present  unfair  and  unduly  prejudicial  relationship  in  favor  of 
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Kansas  City.  Beference  is  made  to  the  pending  case  of  Commetv* 
Club  of  St.  Joaeph,  Mo.,  v.  A.  06  S.  R.  R.  Co.,  Na  12862,  assailing 
the  rates  from  the  Springfield  district  to  St.  Joseph  as  compared  with 
the  rates  to  Kansas  City.  Under  the  present  adjustment  from 
Springfield  the  rate  on  slack  coal  to  Omaha  is  141  per  cent  of  the 
rate  to  Kansas  City,  and  the  average  short-line  distance  to  Omaha  is 
146  per  cent  of  the  distance  to  Kansas  City.  If  the  proposed  reduc- 
tion to  Kansas  City  is  permitted  to  become  effective  the  Omaha 
rate  will  become  162  per  cent  of  the  rate  to  Kansas  City. 

The  Fifth  and  Ninth  Districts  Coal  Bureau  opposes  the  reductions 
proposed  from  the  southwestern  fields  and  states  that  there  is  no 
warrant  therefor,  without  at  least  a  corresponding  reduction  from 
mines  in  the  Springfield  group;  that  to  grant  the  soatiiwestem  re- 
ductions  would  unquestionably  result  in  shifting  the  tonnage  from 
Alton  and  Wabash  mines  and  excluding  Illinois  coal  from  Kansas 
City.  They  oppose  the  reductions  proposed  by  the  Alton  unless 
corresponding  reductions  are  made  from  the  other  Illinois  groups, 
and  state  that  we  could  not  order  reductions  in  their  rates  in  this 
proceeding.  Mines  in  the  Belleville  group,  an  average  distance  of 
about  24  miles  from  East  St.  Louis,  they  contend,  should  be  a  factor 
in  the  Kansas  City  market  on  account  of  their  close  proximity 
thereto.  The  distance  from  the  Belleville  group  to  Kansas  City  is 
less  than  or  substantially  the  same  as  from  the  Springfield  group, 
dependent  upon  the  route.  The  Alton's  present  rate  of  $2,295  on 
slack  coal  from  the  Springfield  district  to  Kansas  City  is  approxi- 
mately $1  per  ton  less  than  the  rates  of  $3-31  and  $3.24  from  the 
BellevUle  group.  Practically  no  coal  moves  from  the  Belleville 
group  to  Kansas  City  under  the  present  difference  in  rates,  and  they 
ask  that  we  prevent  any  further  spread  by  ordering  the  cancellation 
of  the  proposed  schedules. 

The  coal  operators  associations  of  southern  Illinois  object  to  the 
proposed  reductions  from  both  fields  on  the  ground  that  no  correspond- 
ing reductions  are  proposed  from  southern  Illinois  mines.  They  con- 
tend that  the  southwestern  lines  have  not  justified  their  proposals; 
that  this  proceeding  is  predicated  solely  upon  competitive  commer- 
cial rivalry  and  should  have  been  presented  in  the  form  of  complaints 
rather  than  in  the  present  form,  which  can  only  lead  to  reduction  of 
carriers'  revenues. 

We  do  not  feel  that  particular  reductions  of  the  kind  here  pro- 
posed should  be  encouraged  during  a  period  when  we  are  consider- 
ing the  question  of  general  reductions  in  rates,  especially  in  view  of 
the  admissions  and  assertions  that  the  reductions  proposed  here,  if 
allowed  to  become  effective,  would  mark  the  beginning  of  a  rate  war 
between  certain  individual  carriers  in  the  souUiwest  and  the  Alttm* 

se  I.  G.  G. 

D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


468  INTERSTATE   COMMEBCE  COMMISSION   REPORTS. 

We  find  that  the  proposed  reductions  from  the  southwestern  fields 
to  Kansas  City  without  corresponding  reductions  in  joint  rates  from 
mines  served  by  respondents  to  Omaha  over  their  own  lines,  and  in 
connection  with  other  carriers,  would  result  in  undue  preference  of 
Kansas  City  and  in  undue  prejudice  to  Omaha,  and  are  not  justified. 

We  further  find  that  the  proposed  reductions  from  the  Alton  mines 
in  the  Springfield  group  to  Kansas  City  without  corresponding  reduc- 
tions in  joint  rates  from  the  same  mines  to  St.  Joseph  and  Omaha  in 
connection  with  other  carriers  would  result  in  undue  preference  to 
Kansas  City  and  in  undue  prejudice  to  St.  Joseph  and  Omaha,  and 
are  not  justified. 

An  order  will  be  entered  requiring  the  cancellation  of  the  schednles 
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No.  12231. 
REEVES  COAL  &  DOCK  COMPANY 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Bubmitted  January  12,  192S.    Decided  February  11,  19tt. 


Charges  applicable  for  the  trausportation  of  a  carload  of  lump  coal  fron 
Hillsboro.  111.,  to  Elroy,  Wis.,  recoosigned  to  Wnusaa,  Wis.,  found  not  ui^ 
reasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful.    Complaint  di.^inissed. 

Stanley  B.  Houck  for  complainant. 

L.  A,  Mizeiier  and  Fred  W.  Tleid  for  defendant 

Report  of  the  Cosimission. 
Division  4,  Commishioners  Meyisb,  Daniel.3,  and  Potter. 
Br  DrvifliON  4: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner,  and  the  issues  were  orally  argut-d  before  us. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  coal  business  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  alleges  that  the  charges  collected  for  the  trans- 
portation of  one  carload  of  coal,  shipped  February  14,  1920,  from 
Hillsboro,  111,,  consigned  to  it  at  Elroy,  Wis.,  and  subsequently 
reconsigned  to  Wausau,  Wis.,  were  unlawful,  unauthorized,  unjust, 
and  unreasonable.     We  are  asked  to  award  reparation. 

The  facts  are  not  in  dispute.  The  shipment  weighed  128,000 
pounds,  and  moved  as  routed  via  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & 
St.  Louis  to  Benld,  HI.,  Chicago  &  North  Western,  hereinafter  re- 
ferred to  as  the  North  Western,  beyond  to  Elroy,  via  Afton,  Wis. 
On  February  19,  1920,  complainant  mailed  from  Minneapolis  to 
the  local  agent  of  the  North  Western  at  Elroy  an  order  reading: 
"  Forward  contents  of  following  cars  to  Wausau  Service  Co. — Wau- 
sau Wise— W  &  L  E  72141— In  transit  to  us  to  Elroy  Wise."  This 
order  was  received  by  the  agent  at  Elroy  on  February  20.  Upon 
arrival  of  the  car  at  Elroy  on  February  28,  it  was  reconsigned  to 
Wausau,  in  compliance  with  complainant's  order,  apparently  mov- 
ing over  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  and  the  North 
Western.  Charges  were  collected  in  the  sum  of  $286.80,  at  combina- 
tion rates  on  Elroy  aggregating  $4.45  per  net  ton,  plus  $2  for  re- 
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consigmnent.  It  appears,  however,  that  the  combination  rate  tp- 
plicable  over  this  route  was  $4.55,  composed  of  a  commodity  rate  of 
$2^5  to  Elroy  and  k  commodity  distance  rate  beyond  of  $2.20  for 
143  miles,  and  hence  that  the  shipment  was  undercharged.  Con- 
temporaneously, a  joint  rate  of  $2.40  per  net  ton  was  in  effect  from 
Hillsboro  to  Wausau,  which  did  not  apply  via  Elroy,  but  was  re- 
stricted to  the  direct  route  of  the  North  Western  through  Afton, 
Janesville,  and  Eland,  Wis.  Had  the  shipment  moved  over  this 
route  the  charges  for  the  transportation  would  have  been  $153.60, 
plus  $2  for  the  diversion.  The  measure  of  the  rates  over  the  route 
of  movement  is  not  assailed,  complainant's  contention  being  that  the 
car  should  have  been  diverted  before  it  passed  Afton,  and  forwarded 
over  the  route  taking  the  $2.40  rate. 

It  is  contended  that  the  agent  at  Elroy  was  negligent,  because  he 
failed  to  take  the  necessary  steps  to  divert  the  car  over  the  route  by 
which  the  joint  through  rate  applied.  Defendants  urge  that  the  in- 
formation given  in  the  order  was  not  sufficient  to  justify  any  action 
on  the  part  of  the  agent  other  than  that  which  was  taken. 

Defendant's  reconsignment  tariff  contained  the  usual  provisioD 
that  upon  request  for  diversion  or  reconsignment  of  carload  freight 
the  carrier  would  make  diligent  effort  to  locate  the  shipment  and 
effect  the  diversion  or  reconsignment,  but  would  not  be  responsble 
for  failure  so  to  do,  unless  such  failure  was  due  to  negligence  of 
its  employees. 

Negligence  is  the  violation  of  an  obligation  to  use  care  and  due 
diligence.  In  a  case  of  this  character  a  duty  is  imposed  upon  the 
carrier  to  use  ordinary  care  and  diligence  in  executing  the  order  of 
the  shipper.  The  only  information  shown  on  complainant's  order 
was  the  car  number  and  initial  and  the  fact  that  the  car  was  in 
transit  to  complainant  at  Elroy.  It  failed  to  give  the  point  of 
origin,  the  route  of  movement,  the  commodity,  or  any  other  informa- 
tion which  would  have  enabled  the  North  Western  to  make  the  nec- 
essary diversion.  It  contained  no  request  to  protect  the  through 
rate.  The  plain  words  of  the  order  indicate  that  the  shipper  in- 
tended reconsignment  to  be  accomplished  at  Elroy.  Moreover,  "  In 
transit  to  us  to  Elroy  Wise"  was  notice  to  the  agent  that  if  the 
car  had  not  arrived  at  Elroy  when  the  order  was  received,  it  would 
reach  there  shortly.  These  facts  were  sufficient  to  justify  the  agent 
in  holding  the  order  until  the  arrival  of  the  car  and  executing  the 
instructions  of  the  shipper  at  that  time.  Under  the  circumstances, 
negligence  can  not  be  imputed  to  defendant. 

Complainant  on  brief  contends  that  defendant  had  no  tariff  pro- 
vision specifying  with  whom  reconsignment  or  diversion  orders  must 
be  filed,  or  specifying  what  information  the  order  must  contain.    As 
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to  the  first  of  these  contentions  it  may  be  said  that  the  tariff  gave  the 
name  and  address  of  the  officer  in  charge  of  reconsiguing,  and  stated 
that  reconsigning  orders  should  be  submitted  in  writing  to  him  direct 
or  through  an  agent  or  general  agent.  As  to  the  second  contention, 
our  experience  has  Dot  demonstrated  that  any  such  rule  is  necessary. 
Eeason  and  common  prudence  would  dictate  that  a  shipper  asking 
for  diversion  of  a  car  in  transit  should  give  such  information  con- 
cerning it  as  will  enable  the  carriers  to  determine  not  only  the 
character  of  the  shipment  but  also  between  what  points  it  is  moving, 
in  order  that  they  may  form  some  idea  of  where  it  can  be  inter- 
cepted. 

We  find  that  defendant  complied  with  complainant's  instructions, 
and  that  the  charges  applicable  were  not  unreasonable  or  otherwiso 
unlawful.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed, 
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No.  12333. 
STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY  (CALIFORNIA) 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  & 
SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitte<I  Awju&t  It,  1921.    Deoided  Febmary  11,  1922. 


Rates  applicable  on  gasoline,  in  tank-car  loads,  from  poinbi  in  Texas  and 
Oklahoma  to  Brawiey  and  Caliuatrla,  Calif.,  and  from  GrejbuU,  Wyo.,  to 
Klamath  Falls,  Oreg. ;  and  on  wrouglit-lron  pipe.  In  carloads,  from  McKe«*- 
port,  Pa.,  to  Taft,  Calif.,  found  not  unreasonable  or  otberwlse  uulawfnL 
Sblpments  found  overcbarged.  Refund  of  orercbarges  directed  and  com- 
plaint dismissed. 
W.  0.  Banks  for  complainant. 

F.  H.  Wood,  James  R.  Betl,  Elmer  Westlake,  and  C.  W.  Dur- 
brow  for  defendants. 

Repokt  of  the  Commission. 
DivieioN  3,  Commissioners  Haix,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
iJt  Division  3: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner. 

During  federal  control  complainant  shipped  eight  tank-car  loads 
of  gasoline  from  points  in  Texas  and  Oklahoma  to  Brawle;  and 
Calipatria,  Calif.,  and  one  tank-car  load  from  Greybull,  Wyo.,  to 
Klamath  Falls,  Greg.  Subsequently  it  shipped  nine  carloads  of 
wrought-Jron  pipe  from  McKeesport,  Pa.,  to  Taft,  Calif.,  six  be- 
tween August  9  and  25,  1920,  and  three  thereafter.  It  alleges  that 
the  rates  charged  for  the  transportation  of  these  shipments  were 
illegal,  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  in  violation  of  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  the  fourth  section  of  the  interstate  commerce  act 
The  prayer  is  for  reparation.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  amouots  per 
100  pounds. 

The  principal  question  presented  is  whether  rates  to  points  farther 
distant  than  the  destinations  and  junction  point  named  were  appli- 
cable on  these  shipments  under  an  intermediate  clause  in  the  tariff. 
Defendants  admit  that,  when  these  shipments  moved,  clerical  errors 
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in  the  tariff  which  were  corrected  on  February  28,  1920,  made  lower 
joint  commodity  rates  applicable  to  farther  distant  points  in  viola- 
tion of  the  fourth  section,  but  contend  that  the  rates  charged  to  the 
intermediate  points  were  applicable. 

Brawley  and  Calipatria  are  on  the  Imperial  Valley  branch  of  the 
Southern  Pacific  between  Niland  and  Melon,  Calif.  Klamath  Falls 
is  on  that  carrier's  Klamath  Fails  branch  between  Weed,  Calif.,  and 
IklodoG  Poin't,  Oreg.  Taft  is  on  the  Sunset,  the  latter's  junction 
with  the  Southern  Pacific  being  Gosford,  Calif.,  a  point  between 
Bahersfield  and  Strand,  Calif.  GrejbuU  is  on  tlie  Chicago,  Bur- 
lington &  Quincy,  west  of  Cheyenne,  Wyo. 

No  joint  rates  were  published  to  any  of  the  destinations  spe- 
cifically, and  combination  rates  were  charged.  On  the  gasoline  these 
were  $1,015  to  Brawley,  98.5  cents  to  Calipatria,  and  $1,566  to 
Klamath  Falls.  A  joint  commodity  rate  of  94.5  cents  was  contempo- 
raneously applicable  from  the  Texas  and  Oklahoma  points  of  origin 
to  Melon,  and  from  Cheyenne  to  Modoc  Point. 

The  rates  charged  on  the  pipe  were  $1,39  prior  to  August  26, 
1920,  and  $1.84  thereafter.  Before  and  after  that  date  rates  of  $1.25 
and  $1,665,  respectively,  applied  from  McKeesport  to  Strand;  and 
fifth-class  rates,  applicable  to  wrought-iron  pipe,  of  11.5  and  14.5 
cents,  respectively,  from  Gosford  to  Taft.  Application  to  Gosford, 
an  intermediate  point,  of  the  rates  from  McKeesport  to  Strand 
results  in  combination  rates  of  $1,365  and  $1.81  prior  to  and  after 
August  26, 1020,  respectively. 

The  applicable  transcontinental  tariff  provided  for  the  applica- 
tion to  intermediate  points  of  rates  from  or  to  the  next  more  distant 
station  when  rates  are  not  specifically  published,  subject  to  the  gen- 
eral proviso,  "Except  as  may  be  otherwise  specifically  provided  in 
the  tariff."  A  commodity-rate  basis  was  provided  to  Brawley,  Cali- 
patria, Klamath  Falls,  and  Gosford,  but  no  rates  were  shown  there- 
under for  gasoline  or  wrought-iron  pipe.  It  is  defendants'  conten- 
tion that,  since  these  "  points  "  were  specifically  provided  for  in  the 
tariff  in  the  manner  indicated,  the  intermediate  clause  was  not  ap- 
plicable. But  that  clause  was  applicable  when  "  rates "  were  not 
specifically  published  to  or  from  stations  less  distant  than  those  iq 
or  from  which  rates  were  provided,  and  the  publication  of  a  rate 
basis  without  corresponding  rates  did  not  operate  to  make  inap- 
plicable the  intermediate  clause. 

Our  tariff  rules  require  the  publication  of  rates  in  clear  and 
specific  manner,  end  include  a  rule  extending  rates  to  intermediate 
points  which  is  not  subject  to  misinterpretation.  The  tariff  here  con- 
sidered should  be  amended  by  adoption  of  a  rule  substantially  in 
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accord  with  that  appearing  in  supplement  No.  8  to  Tariff  Circular 
No.  Ift-A. 

We  find  that  the  rates  applicable  were  not  onreasonabte  or  other- 
wise unlawful;  and  that  these  shipmentB  were  overcharged  to  the  ex- 
tent that  the  rates  charged  on  the  gasoline  exceeded  94.5  cents  per 
100  pounds,  and  on  the  wrought-iron  pipe  $1,365  and  $1.81  per  100 
pounds  prior  to  and  after  August  26, 1920,  respectively.  Defendants 
should  promptly  refund  the  amount  of  the  overcharges  to  com- 
plainant, with  interest.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.   10592. 

ARKANSAS  JOBBERS  &  MANUFACTURERS 

ASSOCIATION 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  CHICAGO,  ROCK  ISLAND  & 
PACIFIC  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  Julv  IS,  1921.    Decided  February  18,  19tt. 


Local  rates  on  grain  and  graia  prodacts  In  carloads,  from  St  L*ols,  Mo.,  and 
from  Cairo  and  Thebes,  lU.,  to  certain  points  In  Arkansas  found  undnlj 
prejudicial.    Nonprejudicial  ntea  prescrlbad. 

A,  D.  BeaU  and  H.  M.  Gregory  for  complainant. 

Henry  O.  Herbel  and  James  M.  Clumey  for  defendants. 
Rtifobt  op  thb  Commission. 
Division  4,  Comhissionebs  Miyxb,  Daniei.8,  Eastman,  and  Fotteb. 
Meter,  Com/mitnoner: 

Exceptions  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner  were  filed  by 
complainant. 

The  Arkansas  Jobbers  &  Manufacturers  Association,  complainant 
herein,  is  an  association  of  shippers  and  commercial  organizations 
located  at  various  points  in  Arkansas.  By  complaint,  filed  April 
26,  1919,  as  amended,  it  alleges  that  the  local  rates  on  grain  and 
grain  products  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Cairo  and  Thebes,  IlL,  and 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  the  points  in  Arkansas  named  in  the  margin  *  . 
are  unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial  and  afford  undue  preference 
and  advantage  to  shippers  at  Little  Rock,  Pine  Bluff,  and  Fort 
Smith,  Ark.,  and  Memphis,  Tenn.  The  complaint  also  attacks  as 
unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial  the  increases  in  the  rat«s  on 
coarse  grains,  i.  e.,  com,  oats,  rye,  and  barley,  and  on  mill  products 
taking  the  same  rates,  to  the  level  of  the  rates  on  wheat,  as  provided 
in  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads.  Rates 
hereinafter  are  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds  and  unless  otherwise 
not«d  do  not  include  the  general  increases  authorized  by  us  on 
July  29,  1920. 

>Art>Diu  Citj.  BatoTllIc.  Blylbcrlllt,  Calico  Bock.  Camden,  Cotter,  Da  Qneea,  Do- 
■ott.  El  Dorado,  Eudora.  Fayvttrrllle,  Fordjcc,  Forrcaf  Cltj,  Hambutx,  Hope,  Hot 
Bprlnc*,  Jelka,  KeuMtt,  Parkin,  Uena.  UcOebce.  UaoUctilo,  NaatariUo,  Newport.  0*ce«l«, 
PrcMott,  Kavn.  SUo«m  Springe,  Wamn,  and  Wtbu*. 
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In  Arkansas  Jobbers  dc  Mfrs.  Asso,  v.  Director  General,  59  I.  C.  C, 
662,  we  had  before  us  the  adjustment  of  proportionftl  rates  on  grmin 
and  grain  products  from  St.  Louis,  Cairo,  Thebes,  and  Kansas  Citj 
to  stations  in  Arkansas.  The  complaint  in  that  case  was  predicated 
on  the  inequalities  in  the  rate  adjustment  under  which  relatiyelj 
lower  rates  were  maintained  front  those  points  of  origin  to  Littls 
Rock,  Pine  Bluff,  Fort  Smith,  and  Memphis  than  to  the  points  ^ben 
complainant's  members  were  located.  When  the  case  was  heard,  the 
spread  between  the  proportional  rates  from  St.  Louis,  Cairo,  and 
Thebes  to  points  in  northern  and  southern  Arkansas  was  confined 
largely  to  the  territory  south  of  the  alleged  preferred  points,  to  Um 
disadvantage  of  the  jobbers  in  southern  Arkansas.  This  inequalit; 
in  grading  was  found  to  afford  undue  preference  and  advantage  to 
shippers  at  the  three  Arkansas  points  named  to  the  corresponding 
disadvantage  of  shippers  elsewhere  in  the  state.  To  correct  this 
maladjustment,  rates  were  prescribed  to  the  various  points  with  due 
regard  to  relative  distances. 

The  complaint  against  the  local  rates  is  founded  on  substantially 
the  same  facts  that  gave  rise  to  the  complaint  against  the  propor- 
tional rates,  and  the  evidence  offered  by  the  parties  deals  more  largely 
with  the  question  of  undue  prejudice  than  with  inherent  unreason- 
ableness of  the  rates  and  was  practically  the  same  in  both  cases.  At 
the  time  of  the  hearing  the  local  rate  on  wheat  from  St.  tiouis  to 
Moark,  near  the  northern  boundary  of  Arkansas,  was  1&  cents,  and 
to  Little  E.oclc,  in  the  central  part  of  the  state,  22.5  cents,  a  spread 
of  3.5  cents  for  a  difference  in  distance  of  159  miles.  From  Little 
Eock  south  to  Texarkana,  on  the  Arkansas-Texas  state  line,  a  dis- 
tance of  144  miles,  the  increase  in  the  rate  was  10.5  cents.'  ITie  rate 
to  Little  Kock  applied  also  to  Pine  Bluff,  making  the  spread  between 
the  rates  to  Moark  and  Pine  Bluff  3.5  cents  for  a  difference  in  dis- 
tance of  201  miles,  as  contrasted  with  a  spread  of  11,5  cents  between 
the  rates  to  Pine  Bluff  and  El  Dorado.  El  Dorado  is  90  miles  south 
of  Pine  Bluff.  To  most  points  in  Arkansas  the  rates  from  Cairo  and 
Thebes  were  either  2  cents  or  2.5  cents  lower  than  those  from  St. 
Louis.     In  some  cases  the  difference  was  4  cents. 

Defendants  conceded  that  the  grain  adjustment  was  improper  and 
when  these  cases  were  heard  were  engaged  in  revising  the  rates  from 
the  Missouri  Kiver  and  Mississippi  River  markets  to  Mississippi 
River  points,  Cairo  and  south  to  New  Orleans,  including  inter- 
mediate points  in  Arkansas.  The  local  rates  on  wheat  from  St. 
Louis  in  effect  when  this  complaint  was  filed  and  those  thereafter 
established  to  the  points  named  in  the  complaint  are  stated  in  the 
following  table.  The  proportional  rates  from  St.  Louis  to  the  sam« 
points,  prescribed  in  Jrkansaj  Jobbsra  c6  Mfra.  Atao.  v.  Directar 
General,  supra,  are  also  shown. 
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The  rates  as  revised  and  in  force  just  prior  to  August  26,  1920, 
did  not  entirely  remove  the  cause  for  the  complaint.  For  example, 
it  will  be  observed  that  the  spread  betireen  the  revised  rates  to  Moark 
and  Pine  Bluff  was  6  cents,  whereas  for  a  less  difference  in  distance 
between.  Pine  Bluff  and  El  Dorado  the  spread  was  9  cents.  The 
spread  between  Moark,  on  the  north,  and  Texarkana,  on  the  south, 
was  14.5  cents,  of  which  6  cents  took  place  north  of  Little  Bock  and 
8.5  cents  south  thereof. 

The  grading  of  the  revised  local  rates  is  not  in  harmony  with  the 
grading  of  the  proportional  rates  prescribed  in  the  former  proceed- 
ing. At  Newport  the  difference  between  the  local  rates  and  the  pro- 
portional rates  prescribed,  excluding  the  general  increases  of  Au- 
gust 26,  1920,  was  6  cents,  at  Little  Rock  5  cents,  at  Pine  Bluff  3 
cents,  at  Cotter  1  cent,  at  Hot  Springs  10  cents,  and  at  Hope  8  cents. 
No  reason  appears  why  a  uniform  difference  should  not  be  observed. 
In  the  revision  of  the  rates  from  St.  Louis  to  Memphis  and  to  points 
in  Arkansas  the  Western  Freight  Traffic  Committee  of  the  Railroad 
Administration  proposed  a  uniform  difference  of  6.5  cents  between 
the  local  and  proportional  rates. 

In  view  of  the  similarity  between  this  case  and  the  case  involving 
the  proportional  rates  it  is  not  deemed  necessary  to  enter  into  any 
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further  discussion  of  the  former  and  revised  adjustments  of  the  local 
rates.  While  the  movement  under  local  rates  is  less  in  volume  thsa 
under  proportional  rates  and  the  disadvantage  to  the  complaining 
localities  is  therefore  less  pronounced,  nevertheless  complainant  is 
entitled  to  an  adjustment  free  from  undue  prejudice  on  such  ship- 
ments as  may  move  on  the  rates  attacked.  To  bring  about  this  re- 
sult, these  rates  must  be  readjusted  to  place  them  more  nearly  upon 
a  distance  basis. 

There  are  under  the  present  adjustment  some  fourth  section  de- 
partures in  rates  to  points  in  southern  Arkansas  intermediate  to 
points  in  northern  Louisiana.  Applications  protecting  these  situa- 
tions were  not  assigned  for  hearing  in  connection  with  this  case  and 
the  record  does  not  warrant  any  action  in  connection  therewith. 

In  Rates  on  Grain,  Grain  Products,  and  Hay,  64  I.  C.  C,  85,  we 
found  that  the  rates  on  wheat  in  the  territory  in  which  the  points 
under  consideration  are  located  will  be  for  the  future  unjust  and 
unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  may  individually  include  more 
than  one-half  of  the  increase  authorized  under  Ex  Parte  74,  and  that 
the  present  rates  on  coarse  grains  will  be  for  the  future  unjust  and 
nnreasonable  to  the  extent  that  thej  may  exceed  rates  10  per  cent 
less  than  those  prescribed  as  just  and  reasonable  on  wheat  from 
and  to  the  same  points. 

We  are  of  opinion  and  find,  following  Arkansas  Jobbers  dh  Hifrs. 
Asso.  V.  Director  General,  supra,  that  the  local  rates  maintained  by 
defendants  immediately  prior  to  August  26,  1920,  on  wheat  and  ar- 
ticles taking  same  rates,  including  Sour,  in  carloads  from  St.  Ijouis, 
Cairo,  and  Thebes  to  the  following  stations  in  Arkansas  were  un- 
duly prejudicial  to  those  localities  and  that  the  rates  stated  below, 
increased  to  the  extent  authorized  on  July  29,  1920,  as  modified  by 
our  findings  in  Sates  on  Grain,  Grain  Products,  and  Say,  supra, 
will  be  reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  for  application  in  the  future. 
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We  further  find  that  the  local  rates  on  the  Bome  commodities  in 
carloads,  from  St.  Louis,  Cairo,  and  Thebes  to  Little  Rock,  Fine 
Bluff,  and  Fort  Smith  were  unduly  preferential  and  that  reasonable 
and  nonpreferential  minimum  rates  for  the  future  will  be  the  fol- 
lowing, increased  to  the  extent  above  referred  to. 

rromCalTo 

From  St.  liOuIs  and  Tliebt*. 

To  Little  Rock 25  cents.  22.5  centa 

.  27  cents.  24.5  cents 


To  Fort  Smith 28  cents.  25.5  centa. 

We  further  find  that  the  local  rates  on  coarse  grains  from  and  to 
the  same  points  were,  are,  and  for  the  future  will  be  unduly  preju- 
dicial to  said  localities  and  that  a  reasonable  and  nonpreferential 
basis  for  the  future  will  be  rates  made  10  per  cent  less  than  those 
prescribed  on  wheat  from  and  to  the  same  points. 

The  rates  herein  found  reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  to  certain 
points  in  Arkansas  intermediate  between  St.  Louis,  Cairo,  and 
Thebes,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  on  the  other  hand, 
are  higher  than  the  rates  from  St.  Louis,  Cairo,  and  Thebes  to  Mora- 
phis,  and  fourth  section  relief  between  thesu  points  has  been  denied. 
The  defendants  will  be  permitted  to  maintain  rates  to  said  inter- 
mediate points  which  will  not  be  greater  than  the  rates  contem- 
poraneously maintained  on  the  same  commodities  from  St.  Louis, 
Cairo,  and  Thebes  to  Memphis. 

The  record  does  not  affoi^  a  satisfactory  basis  for  a  readjustment 
of  the  rates  from  Kansas  City  to  the  points  named  in  the  complaint. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.  .11460. 

MINNESOTA  BY-PRODUCT  COKE  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CHICAGO,  BURLING- 
TON  &  QUINCY  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  November  10,  1321.    Dccidei  February  ;},  SSli. 

1.  Carload  ratea  on  coke  from  St.  Paul,  Mian.,  to  points  Id  South  Dakota,  Iowa, 

Illinois,  AVlsconsin,  and  Michigan  found  to  be  nureasonable  and  nndnlj 
prejudicial.    Mastmum  bases  of  ratea  prescribed.    Reparatioo  deoled. 

2.  Minnesota  Intrastate  rates  on  anthracite  coal  not  sbown  to  have  been  an 

appropriate  measure  of  tbe  rates  on  coke  from  St.  Paul  to  Minnesota 
points  during  the  period  of  federal  controL 

O.  W.  Morgan,  Davis,  Severance  <fi  Morgan,  and  Herman  Hotelier 
for  complainant. 

Oliver  E.  Sweet,  Raymond  L.  DUlman,  John  E.  Benton,  D.  L. 
EeUey,  and  E.  M.  Hendricks  for  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 
of  South  Dakota ;  P.  R.  Wigton  and  •/.  P.  Haynes  for  Traffic  Bureau 
of  the  Siouz  City  Chamber  of  Commerce;  Fred  W.  PtOnam  and  A. 
L,  Flinn  for  Railroad  and  Wareliouse  Commission  of  Minnesota; 
and  W.  A.  Prinsen  and  Frank  Lyon  for  Northwestern  Coal  Dock 
Operators'  Association,  interveners. 

/.  N,  Davis  and  F.  G.  Dorety  for  defendants. 
Refobt  of  the  Commission. 
Division  2,  Commissioners  Daniels,  Esch,  and  CAMFBEUb 
Danieu,  Commissioner: 

Exceptions  were  Gled  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner  and 
oral  argument  has  been  had. 

In  the  complaint  in  this  proceeding  filed  May  10, 1920,  it  is  alleged 
that  the  carload  rates  ^  on  coke  from  the  complainant's  plant  near 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Missouri,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Kansas,  and  Nebraska  were 
and  are  unreasonable,  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  complainant  to  the 
advantnge  of  competitors  at  other  points,  particularly  Chicago,  III, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.  The  rates  to  points  in  Minne- 
sota during  the  period  of  federal  control  are  alleged  to  have  been 
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unreasonable,  and  reparation  ia  prayed  on  intrastate  shipments  dur- 
ing that  period,  and  on  interstate  shipments  before,  during,  and  after 
that  period. 

Interveners  in  behalf  of  complainant  are  the  Railroad  and  Ware- 
house Commission  of  the  State  of  Minnesota,  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota,  and  the  Traffic  Bureau 
of  the  Sioux  City  Chamber  of  Commerce.  Another  intervention  is 
that  of  the  Northwestern  Coal  Dock  Operators'  Association,  alleging 
that  unless  any  reductions  made  from  St.  Paul  are  made  also  from 
Duluth,  Minn.,  and  Superior,  Ashland,  and  Washburn,  Wis.,  ship- 
pers of  coal  and  coke  from  those  lake  ports  will  be  unduly  prejudiced, 
inasmuch  as  the  rates  on  coal  and  coke  from  St.  Paul  and  from  the 
ports  named  are  related.  Comparatively  little  coke  is  shipped  from 
Duluth,  but  coal,  which  competes  with  coke,  is  shipped  from  Duluth 
in  great  quantities.  The  latter  intervener  advocates  a  distance  scale 
from  St.  Paul,  Duluth,  Chicago,  and  Milwaukee  as  a  solution  of  the 
complaint. 

Complainant's  coke  is  a  by-product  coke,  and  is  used  both  for  do- 
mestic fuel  and  for  metallurgical  purposes.  A  large  tonnage  is  con- 
sumed by  bakeries,  gas  plants,  and  similar  industries.  Effort  is 
being  made  to  increase  its  domestic  use.  The  operation  of  complain- 
ant's plant  was  begun  in  1918.  The  annual  capacity  of  the  plant  is 
300,000  tons.  The  actual  production  was  272,000  tons  in  1918,  227,000 
tons  in  1919,  and  118,000  tons  in  the  6rst  six  months  of  1920.  In 
1918, 18  per  cent,  in  1919, 46  per  cent,  and  for  the  first  six  months  of 
1920,  44  per  cent  of  the  plant's  output  was  consumed  in  St.  Paul  and 
Minneapolis.  The  remaining  tonnage  was  shipped  principally  to 
points  in  northern,  central,  and  western  Wisconsin,  southern  Minne- 
sota, eastern  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  and  North  Dakota.  At  times  ship- 
ments are  made  to  Kansas  and  Nebraska.  Complainant's  competitors 
are  located  principally  at  Milwaukee  and  Chicago,  but  in  the  Missouri 
River  territory  and  parts  of  South  Dakota  substantial  competition  is 
encountered  from  St.  Louis.  So  far  as  coke  is  concerned,  the  compe- 
tition of  Duluth  and  the  Connellsville,  Pa.,  district  is  negligible,  but 
there  is  substantial  competition  between  coke  from  St.  Paul  and  an- 
thracite coal  shipped  from  Duluth.  Complainant's  plant  about  equals 
the  St.  Louis  plants  in  capacity,  while  it  is  many  times  exceeded  in 
capacity  by  the  combined  Milwaukee  and  Chicago  plants. 

To  points  in  Minnesota  the  rates  on  coke  from  St.  Paul  are  com- 
modity distance  rates;  to  Wisconsin  points  they  are  largely  class-D 
rates;  and  to  points  in  the  other  states  named  they  arc  principally 
commodity  rates.  Generally  speaking,  the  rates  from  St.  Paul  are 
much  higher,  distance  considered,  than  the  rates  from  Milwaukee, 
Chicago,  and  St.  Louis.  For  example,  to  11  typical  points  in  South 
Dakota  the  average  distance  from  Chicago  is  642  miles  and  tha 
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average  rate  $3.77,  yielding  5.87  mills  per  ton-mile,  compared  with 
an  average  distance  from  St.  Paul  of  298  miles  and  tax  avera^  rate 
of  $3.59,  yielding  12  mills.  The  average  distance  from  Chicago  is 
therefore  215  per  cent  of  that  from  St.  Paul,  while  the  average  rate 
is  only  105  per  cent  of  that  from  St.  Paul.  Again,  to  14  interior 
Iowa  points  the  average  distance  from  Chicago  is  339  miles  and  the 
average  rate  $2.67,  yielding  7.87  mills,  compared  with  an  average 
distance  from  St.  Paul  of  243  miles  and  an  average  rate  of  $3.80, 
yielding  11.5  mills.  The  average  rate  from  St.  Paul  is  therefore  13 
cents  more  than  from  Chicago,  although  the  average  distance  is  96 
miles  less  than  from  Chicago.  To  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  the  rate  of  $8.20 
is  only  10  cents  less  than  the  rate  of  $3.30  from  Chicago  and  St.  Louis, 
although  the  distance  of  287  miles  from  St.  Paul  ia  slightly  more 
than  half  the  distance  of  510  miles  from  Chicago  and  614  miles 
from  St  Louis.  By  contrast,  the  first-class  rate  from  St  Paul 
to  Siouz  City  is  about  75  per  cent  of  that  from  Chicago  to  Sioux 
City,  and  commodity  rates  from  St.  Paul  to  Siouz  City  are  generally 
about  that  percentage  of  the  commodity  rates  from  Chicago  to  Sioux 
City.  To  Chicago,  the  rate  on  coke  is  $2.80,  compared  with  $S.60 
from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul  in  the  reverse  direction. 

Upon  application  of  complainant,  the  revision  of  the  coke  ratea 
from  St.  Paul  was  undertaken  by  the  defendants  in  1917,  and  in 
February,  1918,  a  new  scale  of  rates  in  Minnesota  acceptable  to  com- 
plainant for  the  time  being,  was  approved  by  the  commission  of  that 
state,  to  the  extent  of  permitting  it  to  become  effective  for  imme- 
diate needs,  although  the  new  rates  were  viewed  by  that  commission 
as  unreasonable  in  that  they  exceeded  the  contemporaneous  rates 
on  anthracite  coal.  These  rates  as  increased  by  general  order  No. 
28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  remained  in  effect  during 
the  period  of  federal  control.  At  the  same  time,  commodity  rates 
were  established  to  northern  and  northwestern  Iowa.  Upon  further 
application  of  the  complainant  in  1918,  the  St.  Paul  district  freight 
traffic  committee  of  the  United  States  Kailroad  AdministratioD,  to- 
gether with  officials  of  the  individual  carriers,  further  conmdered 
the  rates  on  coke  from  St.  Paul  to  the  general  territory  here  in  ques- 
tion, and  attempted  to  work  out  a  distance  basis,  but  abandoned  the 
effort  because  of  the  effect  a  distance  scale  of  rates  from  St.  Paol 
would  have  upon  the  rates  from  the  competing  points  of  Dnluth, 
Chicago,  Milwaukee,  and  St.  Louis.  The  St.  Paul  committee  there- 
upon proposed  specific  rates  to  the  various  points  of  destination, 
which,  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  are  those  proposed  by  defendants 
at  the  hearing. 

The  proposed  rates  would  correct  the  maladjustment,  under  which 
rates  are  Ugher  from  St  Paul  than  from  competing  coke-prodDong 
pointa  farther  away  from  the  point  of  destination.    However,  they 
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were  not  nude  on  a  mileage  proportion  with  Milwaukee  and  Chicago, 
nor  were  they  made  on  a  distance  basis,  but  each  was  made  with 
reference  to  the  rates  from  competing  sources  of  supply,  considera- 
tion being  given  to  density  of  traffic  and  general  operating  condi- 
tions, and  to  the  effect  of  its  establishment  upon  the  rates  on  coke 
and  anthracite  coal  from  Dulutb.  The  rates  from  Chicago  and 
Milwaukee  themselves  are  not  made  on  a  distance  basis,  and  in  ton- 
mile  yields  are  in  some  instances  higher,  and  in  some  lower,  than 
for  similar  distances  from  St.  PauL 

Generally  speaking,  to  South  Dakota  the  proposed  rates  are  50 
cents  under  Duluth;  to  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Missouri,  and  southern 
Wisconsin  they  are  made  with  relation  to  the  rates  from  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  and  St.  Louis;  and  to  northern  Wisconsin  they  are 
made  with  relation  to  the  rates  from  Duluth.  Under  defendants' 
proposal,  embracing  over  100  typical  destinations,  the  redactions 
range  from  10  to  80  cents  in  Wisconsin,  from  40  to  60  cents 
in  South  Dakota,  from  20  to  60  cents  in  Iowa,  from  60  cents 
to  $1.80  in  Missouri,  and  from  60  cents  to  $1.40  in  Michigan. 
Complainant  has  selected  24  points  as  the  most  important  destina- 
tions to  which  rates  should  be  fixed,  and  upon  which  rates  to  other 
points  in  the  same  general  territory  should  be  based.  The  following 
table  shows  the  distances  from  St.  Paul  to  these  24  points,  the  rates 
in  effect  at  the  (ime  of  the  hearing,  the  rates  proposed  by  defendants, 
and  those  proposed  by  complainant: 
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In  the  table  below  are  shown  the  rates  proposed  by  the  carriers  to 
Wisconsin  and  Michigan  points  and  the  rates  in  effect  to  those  points 
prior  to  Augast  26, 1920 : 
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Upon  argument,  it  was  stated  for  complainant  that  it  was  satisfied 
irith  the  bases  of  rates  proposed  by  the  carriers  at  the  hearing  to 
Michigan  points  and  to  Wisconsin  points,  except  that  it  asks  that 
whatever  rate  is  establiehed  from  St.  Paol  to  Chicago  be  also  ob- 
served as  a  ma.ximum  to  Milwaukee  and  other  points  in  Wisconsin 
now  taking  the  same  rate  as  Chicago,  including  such  points  as  Madi- 
son, Janesville,  I^ne  Bock,  Portage,  Bipon,  Oshkosh,  and  Shawano. 
The  rates  from  St.  Paul  to  North  Dakota  have  been  adjusted  by  the 
carriers  following  our  decision  in  Sohneg  dS  Hallowell  Co.  v,  O.  JV. 
Ry.  Co.,  60  I.  C.  C,  687,  hereinafter  referred  to.  No  complaint  is 
now  made  as  to  the  rates  to  North  Dakota,  and  the  claim  for  repara- 
tion on  past  shipments  to  points  in  that  state  has  been  waived.  Com- 
plainant still  seeks  reparation  on  other  interstate  shipments  and  on 
shipments  in  Minnesota  during  the  period  of  federal  control.  Since 
prior  to  the  hearing,  however,  complainant's  cok©.has  been  sold  f .  o,  b. 
St.  Paul,  consignee  paying  the  freight,  and  no  reparation  is  claimed 
on  such  shipments.  Aside  from  the  rates  above  referred  to,  to 
Michigan,  Wisconsin,  and  Illinois  points,  the  issues,  so  far  as  rates 
for  the  future  are  concerned,  have  been  narrowed  to  embrace  only 
the  rates  to  points  in  South  Dakota  and  Iowa  and  we  are  asked  to 
require  by  order  a  readjustment  of  rates  to  representative  points  In 
those  two  states.  The  rates  to  Nebraska,  Kansas,  and  Missouri  are 
not  regarded  by  complainant  as  important,  aa  a  readjustment  of 
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rates  to  those  poiotfi  will  follow  a  change  in  the  rates  to  points  in 
South  Dakota  and  Iowa. 

In  the  Holmes  <&  BdUoweU  Case,  supra,  decided  since  the  hearing 
111  this  case,  we  prescribed  as  reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  a  distance 
scale  of  rates  for  the  interstate  transportation  of  coal  from  Dulutb 
to  points  in  Minnesota  and  North  and  South  Dakota.  Subsequent 
to  that  decision  the  carriers  established  a  scale  of  coke  rates,  herein- 
after referred  to  as  the  carriers'  coke  scale,  from  Duluth  to  the  same 
destination  territory,  the  rates  on  coke  to  South  Dakota  stations  east 
of  the  Missouri  River  being  generally  made  on  basis  of  a  differential 
of  27  cents  over  the  rates  on  anthracite  coal  prescribed  in  the  Bohnet 
dc  HaUowtll  Case,  as  increased  under  the  general  increases  of  1920, 
and  reflecting  the  greater  increases  on  coke  than  on  anthracite  coal 
authorized  by  general  order  Ko.  28.  Some  slight  departures  from 
this  general  basis  were  made  in  order  to  avoid  fourth  section  viola- 
tions. The  rates  from  St.  Paul  to  South  Dakota  points  were  not 
changed,  however,  except  where  It  was  necessary  that  they  be  reduced 
in  order  to  be  not  higher  than  the  revised  rates  on  coke  from  Duluth. 

As  stated,  the  basis  of  the  rates  on  coke  to  South  Dakota  points 
proposed  by  the  carriers  at  the  hearing  was  a  differential  of  SO  cents 
under  the  rates  then  applying  from  Duluth.  The  rates  established 
from  Duluth  under  the  carriers'  coke  scale,  including  the  35  per  cent 
increase  of  1920,  while  higher  than  the  rates  in  effect  at  the  time  of 
tlie  hearing  of  the  instant  case,  are  less  than  136  per  cent  of  those 
rates.  To  the  four  South  Dakota  points  selected  by  complainant  as 
representative,  the  present  coke  rates  from  Duluth  are  approximately 
J20  per  cent  of  the  rates  in  effect  at  the  time  of  the  hearing.  The 
following  table  shows  the  present  rates  to  Hiese  four  points  on  coke 
from  St  Paul  and  Duluth,  including  the  increases  of  1920 ;  also  the 
rates  proposed  by  complainant  and  the  carriers  at  the  hearing  as 
similarly  increased ;  also  what  the  rates  from  St.  Paul  would  be  (a) 
if  based  on  a  differential  of  60  cents  under  Duluth,  or  120  per  cent 
of  the  differential  proposed  by  defendants  at  the  hearing,  and  (&)  if 
based  on  the  carriers'  coke  scale,  now  applied  from  Duluth,  for  the 
distances  shown  from  St.  Paul : 


■ 

DtsUnc* 
SI.  Psul. 

Prawnt 
rktarrem 
St.  Pwl. 

S 

^' 

Duluth. 

E«leM 
Duluta. 

CDk* 

7SI 

IS 

n.M5 

S.7B 

i.S5S 

B-IS 
3.3St 

1.93 

50b,Goo>^le 


486 


UTTEBSTATE   COUUEBCB  CX)lfMlSSI01T  REPORTS. 


A  strict  application  of  a  60-cent  differential  under  the  present  rates 
from  Duluth  would  result  in  a  lower  rate  from  St.  Paul  to  Aberdeen 
than  to  Huron,  due  to  the  fact  that  Aberdeen  is  nearer  to  Duluth  than 
is  Huron,  From  St.  Paul,  however,  Aberdeen  and  Huron  are  prac- 
tically equidistant,  and  under  the  propoGals  of  complainant,  as  well  as 
of  the  carriers,  are  accorded  equal  rates.  It  will  be  observed  from  the 
table  on  page  485  that  if  the  carriers'  coke  scale  now  applying  from 
Duluth  is  applied  from  St.  Paul  to  the  same  destinations  in  South 
Dakota,  the  resulting  rates  will  be  substantially  on  a  basis  of  60  cents 
under  Duluth  and  that  the  same  rate  will  apply  to  Aberdeen  as  to 
Huron. 

In  the  table  below  are  shown  the  effective  and  proposed  rates  on 
coke  from  St  Paul  to  the  Iowa  points  selected  by  complainant  as 
representative,  both  as  of  the  date  of  the  hearing  and  at  the  present 
time: 


IUWftom8t.Piul. 

""^ss-" 

•ssssa." 

•5fcr' 

-v- 

-v- 

•&-■ 

*iy' 

*%?^ 

110 
22fi 

i 

310 

ta.n 

tan 

Vi 

S.TB 

ti 

4.33 
t-TO 
4.1U 

n.10 
iao 

11 

S-STt 

ta 

1.78 
4.Ut 

»>;$ 

».ai 

In  the  Hohnea  <6  SaUoweU  Case  we  found  that  the  rates  on  coal 
from  the  bead  of  the  lakes  to  points  in  the  state  of  Iowa  had  not  been 
shown  to  be  unreasonable  or  unduly  prejudicial,  and  the  distance 
scale  of  rates  prescribed  to  Minnesota  and  South  Dakota  points  was 
not  prescribed  to  lovra  points.  However,  the  rates  here  under  con- 
sideration on  coke  from  St  Paul  to  Iowa  destinations  are  clearly  out 
of  line  with  the  rates  on  coke  established  by  the  carriers  from  Duluth 
to  Minnesota  and  South  Dakota  as  a  result  of  that  decision. 

The  rate  of  $3.30  proposed  by  the  carriers  from  St.  Paul  to  Council 
Bluffs  was  the  rate  from  Chicago  to  that  point,  484  miles,  while  the 
rate  of  $3  requested  by  complainant  was  the  rate  from  St  Louis,  416 
miles.  The  proposal  of  the  St  Paul  district  freight  traffic  com- 
mittee was  to  make  the  rate  from  St.  Paul  to  Council  Bluffs  $8  and 
that  rate,  as  increased  35  per  cent  or  to  $4.06,  is  substantially  the 
rate  which  would  result  from  the  application  of  the  carriers'  coke 
scale  for  the  distance  of  346  miles  from  St.  PauL 

The  rate  of  $2.60  proposed  by  complainant  to  Clinton  and  Siouz 
City  is  the  same  as  is  proposed  to  Chicago  and  Milwaukee.    In  pro- 
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posing  a  rate  of  $2.80  from  St.  Faul  to  Sioux  City  defendants  took 
into  consideration  the  rate  of  $2.80  fnnn  the  Sugar  Creek  district 
of  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  where  petroleum  coke  competitive  with  com- 
plainant's by-product  coke  is  manufactured.  The  short-line  distance 
from  Kansas  City  to  Sioux  City,  involving  a  two-line  haulj  is  24 
mUes  greater  than  the  short-line  distance  from  St.  Faul  to  Sioux 
City  for  a  single-line  haul. 

The  carriers'  coke  scale  as  now  applied  to  South  Dakota  points 
would  result  in  a  rate  of  $2.36  to  Mason  City  and  $2.50  to  Charles 
City,  or  an  average  rate  of  $2.43,  observing  the  full  difFerential  of 
27  cents  over  anthracite  coal  applied  to  the  farther  distant  South 
Dakota  points.  The  latter  rate  is  equivalent  to  $1.80  at  the  time  of 
the  hearing,  which  was  the  rate  proposed  by  complainant. 

On  the  whole  the  rates  proposed  by  complainant  to  Iowa  points 
more  nearly  comport  with  the  interstate  rates  established  from 
Duluth  to  Minnesota  and  South  Dakota  points  as  a  result  of  the 
ffohnea  db  HaUoweU  Case. 

The  $2.60  rate  proposed  by  complainant  from  St.  Paul  to  Chicago, 
now  $3.51,  is,  as  previously  stated,  the  rate  in  the  reverse  direction 
from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul.  Defendants  explain  that  the  rate  from 
Chicago  to  St.  Paul  is  the  result  of  early  competition  of  the  Chicago- 
St.  Paul  lines  for  traffic  to  Montana  and  other  western  smelting  terri- 
tory, before  coke  wag  produced  at  Milwaukee,  Duluth,  and  St.  PauL 
They  also  refer  to  the  fact  that  the  rates  on  coal  are  higher  from 
St.  Paul  to  Chicago  than  from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul.  The  $2.60  rate 
from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul  represents  the  general  increases  over  the 
rate  of  $1.85  found  jmtified  in  Rates  on  Coke  from  Chicago  and 
Peoria,  lU.,  82  I.  C.  C.,  543,  in  which  proceeding  we  also  prescribed 
as  maximum  a  rate  of  $2.16  from  Chicago  and  Milwaukee  to  Duluth. 

The  record  contains  comparisons  by  both  parties  of  rates  from 
St,  Paul  to  the  destinations  here  involved  with  rates  between  other 
points,  many  of  them  from  the  Connellsville  coke  district  to  points  . 
in  central  and  trunk  line  territories.  As  compared  with  the  rates 
cited  by  defendants  from  the  ConneUsville  district,  and  taking  into 
consideratioQ  the  more  favorable  transportation  conditions  in  that 
district,  many  of  the  rates  proposed  by  them  do  not  appear  unduly 
high  in  and  of  themselves,  but  giving  due  weight  to  these  and  other 
comparisons  of  record,  including  the  relative  rates  in  effect  from 
Doluth,  Milwaukee,  Chicago,  and  St.  Louis  to  the  destinations  in 
question,  we  are  of  opinion  and  find  that  the  rates  now  in  effect 
from  St.  Paul  to  the  Iowa,  Illinois,  South  Dakota,  Michigan,  and 
Wisconsin  points  under  consideration  are  unreasonable  and  unduly 
prejadicial,  and  defendants  will  be  required  to  establish  for  the 
future  rates  on  coke,  in  carloads,  from  St.  Paul  to  Iowa,  Illinois,  uid 
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South  Dakota  points  which  shall  not  exceed  those  constructed  in 
accordance  with  the  bases  shown  below,  which  we  find  will  be  just 
and  reasonable  maximum  rates,  viz : 
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Bate. 

From  61.  Fiol,  Minn.,  to— 

.«. 

'"^MonCllv 

alios 

""Si^^r^ 

niluoli: 

Rates  from  St.  Paul  to  all  points  in  South  Dakota  east  of  the 
Missouri  River  shall  not  exceed  rates  constructed  on  basis  of  tbe 
distance  scale  of  rates  on  coke  contemporaneously  in  effect  from 
Duluth  to  the  same  destination  territory. 

Defendants  will  be  expected  promptly  to  establish,  subject  to  tlu 
general  increases  of  1920,  rates  not  higher  than  those  proposed  by 
them  at  the  hearing  to  points  in  Michigan  and  Wisconsin,  observing 
the  rate  of  $3.51,  prescribed  herein  to  Chicago,  as  maximum  to  Bdil- 
waukee  and  other  points  in  Wisconsin  now  taking  the  same  rate  as 
Chicago,  including  Madison,  Janesville,  Lone  Rock,  Portage,  Ripon, 
Oshkosh,  and  Shawano. 

Rates  to  points  in  Iowa,  other  than  those  named,  should  be  re- 
adjusted in  harmony  with  tlie  rates  prescribed.  While  the  Soatfa 
Dakota  intervener  requests  that  we  also  fix  rates  to  points  in  South 
Dakota  west  of  the  Missouri  River,  no  such  points  are  embraced  in 
the  representative  points  selected  by  complainant  and  the  record  docs 
not  afford  an  adequate  basis  for  determining  the  rates  to  that  terri- 
tory. The  revision  required  in  the  rates  to  points  east  of  the  river 
will  necessitate  a  revision  in  the  rates  to  points  west  of  the  river, 
where  the  transportation  conditions  are  admittedly  less  favorable. 
It  is  believed  that  for  the  present  this  is  a  matter  which  should  be 
left  to  the  initiative  of  the  carriers. 

There  remains  for  consideration  the  claim  for  reparation.  With 
respect  to  the  rates  to  points  in  Minnesota  in  effect  during  federal 
control,  the  principal  basis  of  complainant's  claim  is  that  they  ex- 
ceeded tbe  contemporaneous  rates  on  anthracite  coal.  Since  the  hear- 
ing the  Minnesota  commission  has  required  the  establishment  of  rates 
on  coke  not  higher  than  on  anthracite  coal.  Complainant  also  shows 
that  for  distances  of  70  miles  and  over  the  rates  on  coke  in  Minnesota 
were  higher  than  on  sand,  gravel,  brick,  cement,  and  other  heavy- 
loading  commodities.  The  loading  is  materially  less  on  coke  than  on 
anthracite  coal  and  the  car  earnings  are  less,  even  when  the  rate  per 
ton  is  materially  higher.    The  anthracite  coal  rates  in  Minnesota  are 
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not  shown  to  have  been  an  appropriate  measure  of  the  rates  on  coke 
in  that  state  during  the  period  of  federal  control,  and  the  record 
otherwise  does  not  establish  that  the  rates  on  coke  during  that  period 
were  unreasonable. 

Up  to  the  time  that  complainant's  plant  commenced  operations  at 
St.  Paul  there  was  practically  no  movement  of  coke  within  the  state 
of  Minnesota,  and  no  demand  for  the  establishment  of  commodity 
rates,  class-D  rates  being  applicable.  In  February,  1918,  distance 
commodity  rates  were  established  from  St.  Paul  to  Minnesota  points 
which  rates,  while  said  to  have  been  not  entirely  satisfactory  to  com- 
plainant, were  accepted  by  it  as  meeting  its  immediate  needs.  Later 
complainant  sought  to  extend  the  market  for  its  coke  to  points  in  ad- 
joining states  to  which  there  had  previously  been  little,  if  any,  move- 
ment from  St.  Paul  or  other  Minnesota  points  and  consequently  no 
demand  or  necessity  for  the  establishment  of  commodity  rates  or  for 
giving  consideration  to  the  rates  from  St.  Paul.  In  the  Bohnea  fl6 
Ballowell  Case  a  general  readjustment  was  required  in  the  rates  on 
coal  from  Duluth  to  points  in  South  Dakota  and  other  states  which 
carried  with  it  a  corresponding  readjustment  of  the  rates  on  coke 
from  Duluth.  We  have  found  that  a  similar  readjustment  of  coke 
rates  should  be  made  from  St.  Paul  to  South  Dakota  and  Iowa  points 
and  that  to  Michigan  and  Wisconsin  points  commodity  rates  should 
be  established  in  lieu  of  the  present  rates,  which  are  generally  on  the 
class-D  basis.  No  reparation  was  awarded  in  the  Eolmes  <&  Ballowell 
Case  on  the  ground  that  no  damage  had  been  shown  on  account  of  the 
undue  prejudice  found  to  exist  and  that  we  were  prescribing  a  new 
rate  adjustment.  For  similar  reasons,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  we  are  of  opinion  and  Qnd  that  under  all  of  the  circumstances 
the  rates  assailed  were  not  intrinsically  unreasonable  during  the 
period  for  which  reparation  is  sought,  no  reparation  will  be  awarded 
in  this  proceeding. 

The  Holmes  <&  BaUowell  Case  is  now  pending  further  considera- 
tion on  reargument  and  our  findings  herein  are  without  prejudice  to 
such  modification,  if  any,  as  may  become  necessary  as  the  result  of 
any  modification  of  our  conclusions  in  that  proceeding. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.  11800. 

BELBEE  TRUNK  &  BAG  COMPANY 

tt. 

WEST  JERSEY  &  SEASHORE  RAILROAD  COMPANY 

ET  AL. 


SuhmiiUd  January  11,  19SS.    Decided  Febmart  18,  J92t. 


Class  end  coramodlty  rates  to  and  from  Woodbury,  N.  J.,  fonod  not  to  to 
unreasonable,  unduly  prejudicial,  or  unjustly  discriminatory.    Complaint 


Allen  S.  Olmsted,  2nd,  L.  Pearson  Scott,  WUliam  A.  Glasgow,  jr^ 
and  Mowitz  <&  Solia-Cohen  for  complainant. 

Henry  Wolf  BihU  and  Edwin  A.  Lucaa  for  defendants. 
Repobt  of  the  Commission. 
Division  4,  Commisbioners  Meteb,  Daniels,  and  Potter. 
Bt  DrnsioN  4 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  the  complainant  to  the  report  proposed 
by  the  examiner  and  the  case  was  orally  argued  before  us. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  trunks 
at  Woodbury,  N.  J.,  alleges  that  the  interstate  class  and  commodity 
rates  to  and  from  Woodbury  are  unreasonable,  unjustly  discrimina- 
tory, and  unduly  prejudicial,  as  compared  with  interstate  rates  to 
ami  from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  taking  the  same  rates.  The 
prayer  is  for  reparation  on  past  shipments,  and  the  establishment  of 
reasonable  and  nondiscriminatory  rates  for  the  future.  Unless  other- 
wise stated,  rates  referred  to  herein  are  class  rates  in  cents  per  100 
pounds. 

Woodbury  ia  on  the  West  Jersey  &  Seashore,  8  miles  south  of  Cam- 
den, N.  J.,  which  takes  the  same  interstate  rates  as  Philadelphia. 
Complainant's  plant  was  recently  established  at  Woodbury,  which 
has  a  population  of  S,SOO,  and  it  is  the  only  manufacturing  industry 
at  that  place. 

The  trunks  produced  at  this  plant  are  shipped  to  all  parts  of  the 
country  in  carload  and  less-than-carload  lots.  On  the  carload  traffic, 
the  second-class  rates  governed  by  official  classtGcation  are  ap- 
plicable; less-than-carload  shipments  move  at  one  and  one-half 
times  first  class.  The  materials,  both  raw  and  fabricated,  which  go 
into  the  construction  of  complainant's  products  move  at  class  rat«s 
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and  orij^ate  at  points  in  many  states.  Complainant  also  specifically 
attacks  tbe  commodity  rates  on  coal  which  it  receives  from  Mary- 
land and  Pennsylvania  mines,  and  on  lumber  from  the  south. 
On  brief  complainant  states  its  position  as  follows ; 
The  questloa  in  this  case  1b  wbetlier  Woodbury,  N.  X  *  ■  *  shoold  pay 
the  PtailadelplilaOanideD  rates  or  an  arbitral?  over  and  above  tbe  PhUadel- 
pbla-Camden  rates. 

Complainant's  comparisons  are  chiefiy  of  second-class  rates.  These 
are  selected  because  of  the  apparent  importance  in  the  movement  of 
trunks  in  carload  lots.  The  following  table,  compiled  from  its  ex- 
hibit, is  illustrative  of  the  present  rate  situation : 
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Ounplainant  urges  that  as  it  is  less  expensive  to  make  delivery 
to  Woodbury  than  in  the  expensive  terminals  of  Philadelphia,  Wood* 
bury  should  be  accorded  the  flat  Philadelphia  basis  of  rates  on  all 
inbound  and  outbound  traffic.  It  shows  that  the  distance  to  New 
York  from  Woodbury  is  less  than  that  to  New  York  from  Phila- 
delphia. Complainant  also  stresses  tbe  fact  that  Woodbury  is  only 
3.76  miles  fr<»a  Westville,  N.  J.,  which  is  the  southern  boundary  of 
the  Philadelphia  rate  zone  or  district,  and  that  there  is  no  difference  . 
in  the  transportation  conditions  affecting  the  movement  to  Wood- 
bury from  those  applying  to  Westville,  except  the  haul  of  less  than 
8  miles. 

Complainant  states  that  Burlington,  N.  J.,  18  miles  north  of 
Camden,  has  the  Philadelphia  basis  of  rates,  and  that  other  points 
geographically  located  with  relation  to  Philadelphia  and  Camden, 
in  a  position  not  dissimilar  to  that  of  Woodbury,  operate  at  less 
disadvantage  in  rates  than  Woodbury.  Thus  reference  is  made  to 
points  south  and  west  of  PhiladelpUa,  which  take  the  same  rates 
as  Philadelphia  on  traffic  from  and  to  central  territory,  and  slight 
amounts  higher  on  traffic  from  and  to  New  England.  It  is  further 
shown  that  manufacturers  located  at  points  in  southern  New  Jersey 
on  the  West  Jersey  &  Seashore,  more  distant  ttam  Westville  than  is 
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Woodbury,  receive  and  ship  much  of  their  important  traffic  on  the 
flat  Philadelphia  basis.  This  is  accomplished  by  a  set  of  commodity 
rates,  specially  established  to  accommodate  the  traffic  of  several  large 
manufacturers  and  producers.  In  some  cases  these  commodity  rata 
are  so  constructed  that  these  more  distant  points  have  rates  which  are 
only  small  amounts  higher  than  Philadelphia  on  important  traffic. 
Complainant  lays  great  emphasis  on  the  fact  that  a  large  oil  concern 
at  Paulsboro,  N.  J.,  a  station  on  the  West  Jersey  &  Seashore,  14  miles 
south  of  Camden,  was  given  the  Philadelphia  basis  on  some  of  its 
traffic. 

In  explanation  of  the  Philadelphia  rate  group  or  district,  defend- 
ants state  that,  generally  speaking,  except  on  traffic  from  and  to 
central  territory  or  from  and  to  points  beyond  the  eastern  tenniiu 
of  the  trunk  lines,  the  Philadelphia  rate  group  has  no  definite  mean- 
ing. For  more  than  30  years  it  has  been  the  practice  of  defendants 
to  group  the  territory,  generally  speaUng,  from  the  Susquehanna 
River  to  Philadelphia  and  apply  the  Philadelphia  basis  of  rates 
thereto  on  traffic  to  and  from  central  territory.  Eates  between  points 
east  of  the  Susquehanna  River  are  not  so  grouped,  as  this  is  cod- 
sidered  "  short-haul  territory "  and  rates  are  varied  in  amounts  de- 
pending on  the  point  of  origin  and  destination. 

Distance  and  geographical  location  with  relation  to  Philadelphia 
was  the  original  reason  for  including  points  north,  south,  and  east 
of  Philadelphia.  Camden  was  included  because  of  its  location,  be- 
ing considered  from  a  commercial  standpoint  as  a  part  of  Phila- 
delphia. In  addition  rail-and-water  competition  via  Norfolk,  Va., 
from  and  to  the  west  is  referred  to  as  a  consideration  which  affected 
Camden  rates.  Burlington  on  the  Delaware  River  was  included  in 
1902,  because  of  boat-line  competition.  In  1915,  Westville  was  ac- 
corded the  Philadelphia  basis  of  rates  to  and  from  central  territory 
and  to  and  from  other  points  for  the  special  purpose  of  locating 
a  canned-soup  concern  at  that  place.  Westville  is  on  the  Delaware 
River  within  the  lighterage  limits  of  Camden.  Defoidanta  con- 
sider their  extension  of  the  Philadelphia  basis  of  rates  to  Westrille 
as  a  mistake  and  contend  that  they  should  not  be  compelled  to  in- 
clude Woodbury. 

Defendants  contend  that  there  is  no  compelling  reason  why  Wood- 
bury should  be  given  the  Philadelphia  basis;  that  rates  thereto  and 
to  points  beyond  in  southern  New  Jersey  are  constructed  in  con- 
formity with  a  basis  in  existence  for  many  years.  They  point  out 
that  for  over  30  years  class  rates  between  central  territory  and  sta- 
tions on  the  West  Jersey  &  Seashore  beyond  Camden  and  in  south- 
western New  Jersey  were  made  5  cents  higher  on  all  the  classes 
than  were  the  rates  to  and  from  Philadelphia.    Points  in  south- 
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enstero  New  Jersey  took  rates  7  cents  higher  than  Philadelphia. 
The  rates  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  from  central  territory  to  Wood- 
bury were  9  cults  higher  than  to  Philadelphia;  and  7  cents  higher 
than  Philadelphia  'westbound  to  central  territory.  This  variation 
in  amount  is  stated  to  result  from  the  manner  in  which  the  com* 
pliers  of  the  ea&tbound  tariffs  interpreted  general  order  No.  28  of 
the  Director  General  of  Bailroads.  .  That  is,  the  eastbound  rates 
reflect  an  increase  in  the  arbitrary  pursuant  to  both  general  order 
No.  28,  and  Increased  Bates,  19^0,  58  I.  C.  C,  220,  whereas  the  west- 
bound arbitrary  was  only  given  the  latter  authorized  increase.  De- 
fendants stated  at  the  hearing  that  it  was  their  intention  to  restore 
the  former  uniformity  by  making  the  differences  7  cents  in  both 
directions,  and  this  has  since  been  done. 

Defendants  observe  that  in  a  recent  case,  Du  Pont  de  Nemours  v. 
Director  General,  64  I.  C.  C,  14,  we  found  that  an  arbitrary  of  6 
cents  on  salt  in  carloads,  a  low-grade  commodity,  over  the  rate  to 
Philadelphia  from  points  in  New  York  to  Paulsboro  and  other  points 
on  the  West  Jersey  &.  Seashore  was  not  unreasonable  altliough  the 
carriers  had  voluntarily  reduced  the  arbitrary  to  2  cents. 

Defendants  compare  the  spread  of  the  Woodbury  rates  over  the 
Philadelphia  rates,  with  the  spread  between  rates  in  other  and  con- 
tiguous groups,  where  rates  break.  Thus  they  cite  the  group  basing 
on  New  York,  which  eastbound  from  central  territory  takes  rates  9 
cents  on  all  the  classes  higher  than  New  York,  and  westbound  7 
cents  higher  than  the  New  York  basis. 

It  is  further  contended  that  the  manner  of  constructing  rates  be- 
tween southern  New  Jersey  and  central  territory  is  logical,  as 
Philadelphia  is  properly  considered  a  gateway  at  which  rates  to  and 
from  the  latter  territory  should  break,  and  as  this  group  basis  has 
been  long  maintained,  that  it  should  not  be  disturbed  on  complain- 
ant's showing,  citing  Galloway  Coal  Co.  v.  A.  G.  S.  B.  R.  Co.,  40 
I.  C  C,  811,  in  which  we  said  at  page  320: 

OronpB  loDE  malntaloed,  *  '  *  are  presnmably  fair  and  ar«  not  to  t»e 
dtsrnpted  anless  aabstantlnl  Justice  dearly  requires  It. 

Evidence  bearing  on  the  financial  condition  of  the  West  Jersey  A 
Seashore  is  also  offered.  An  operating  deficit  of  $674,595.26  is  shown 
for  the  first  nine  months  of  1920.  It  is  also  pointed  out  that  the 
greater  proportion  of  the  traffic  on  this  road  is  passenger,  the  revenue 
from  freight  trafGc  being  only  29  per  cent  of  the  total  revenue  re- 
ceived from  all  traffic.  Stress  is  laid  on  this  showing  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  increases  authorized  in  1920  in  passenger  traffic 
were  20  per  cent  as  compared  with  40  per  cent  authorized  on  freight 
trafRc. 
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In  NewpoH  Mining  Go.  v.  C.  <£  N.  W.  By.  Co.,  S8  I.  C.  C,  MS, 

we  stated  at  page  657 : 

Tbe  sTStem  of  gronp-rBte  maUng  was  earlr  recognlxed  by  Um  OommlHin 
M  proper  except  where  some  shlppera  or  conalgneea  are  icallj  dunaj^ed  bj 
the  tatei  ttiua  afForded  while  others  are  correEpondlnKly  brai^ted,  and  the 
GommlsalOD  hag  coii8latentl7  refrained  from  breabliig  np  a  group  where  tt  hai 
not  been  made  to  appear  that  the  party  seeking  snch  action  ia  actnallj  das- 
aged  b;  the  discrimination  that  resolta  from  the  groap  rate. 

It  is  true  that  all  groupinga  for  rat«  purposes  are  more  or  les 
arbitrary.  Group  lines  generally  have  the  appearance  of  injustice 
to  some  point  just  across  the  line.  Clyde  Coal  Co.  v.  P.  R.  R.  Co., 
23  I.  C.  C,  135, 138. 

No  substantial  evidence  has  been  offered  to  show  that  the  com- 
modity rates  on  coal  and  lumber  to  Woodbury  are  unreasonsble, 
or  that  class  rates  between  Woodbury  and  other  parts  of  the  country 
not  made  according  to  the  group  basis  are  unreasonable.  This 
record  does  not  indicate  that  any  competitor  of  complainant  is  bene- 
fited by  the  present  adjustment  to  the  corresponding  disadvantage 
of  complainant 

We  find  that  the  rates  complained  of  were  and  are  not  unreason- 
able or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  complaint  will  he  dismissed. 
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No.  11857. 
lOLA  CEMENT  MILLS  TRAFFIC  ASSOCIATION  ET  AL. 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CASSVILLE  &  EXETER 
RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


iSubmitfeil  January  18,  192ft.    Decided  Februarv  18,  19t2. 


i.  Rates  on  cement,  In  carloads,  from  points  In  the  Kansas  gas  belt  and  from 
Dewey,  OUa.,  to  points  in  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Wyoming,  Iowa, 
and  Hlssourl  found  un reasonable.    Reparation  awarded. 
S.  Intrastate  rates,  daring  federal  control,  on  cemeint.  In  carloads,  between 
points  in  Kansas,  found  not  unreasonable  or  otherwlBe  unlawful. 
B.  L.  Glover  for  complainants. 
T.  J.  Norton  and  F.  E.  Andrews  for  defendants. 
F.  C.  Taylor  for  Missouri  Portland  Cement  Company,  and  Frank 
Willicke  for  Continental  Cement  Company,  interveners. 

Report  of  the  Couhisbion. 
Division  4,  Commissioners  Meteb,  Daniels,  and  Pottbr. 
6t  Division  4. 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainants  and  defendants  to  the  re- 
port proposed  by  the  examiner  and  the  case  was  orally  argued. 

Complainants  are  the  Ida  Cement  Mills  Traffic  Association,  a 
voluntary  association  of  cement  manufacturers,  various  oorpora- 
tions  hereinafter  mentioned,  operating  cement  mills  in  southeastern 
Kansas  and  at  Dewey,  Okia,,  and  Sunderland  Brothers  Company, 
a  corporation  dealing  in  cement  at  Omaha,  Nebr.  They  allege  that 
the  rates  in  effect  August  8, 1918,  to  and  including  Februaiy  28, 1920, 
on  cement,  in  carloads,  from  cement-producing  points  in  south- 
eastern Kansas' and  from  Dewey  to  points  in  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
South  Dakota,  Missouri,  Iowa,  and  Wyoming  were  unreasonable, 
unjustly  discriminatory,  unduly  prejudicial,  and  in  violation  of  the 
fourth  section  of  the  act.  The  proceeding  involves  only  a  claim 
for  reparation  on  shipments  moving  imder  these  rates,  covered  by 
exhibits  iiled  in  the  record.  The  Missouri  Portland  Cement  Com- 
pany of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  the  Continental  Cement  Company  in- 
tervened  but  asb  no  affirmative  relief. 

The  points  at  which  complainants'  cement  mills  are  located  and 
from  which  the  shipments  moved  are  Chanute,  Fredonia,  Mildred, 
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Humboldt,  Tola,  ami  Independence,  Kans.,  and  Dewey,  hereinafter 
collectively  referred  to  as  the  gas  belt.  The  rates  charged  were  es- 
tablished August  8,  1918,  following  Wegtem  Cement  Bates,  48  I.  C. 
C,  201,  and  Cement  to  Montana^  48  I.  C.  C,  402,  decided  in  January 
and  February,  1918,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  cement  investiga- 
tion. We  there  prescribed  maximum  rates  for  the  interstate  trans- 
portation of  cement  within  western  trunk  line  territory  and  between 
points  in  western  trunk  line  territory  and  certain  other  territories 
adjacent  thereto,  including  the  territory  here  involved.  The  terri- 
tory under  consideration  was  divided  into  zones  or  scale  territories 
numbered,  respectively,  I,  II,  III,  and  IV,  the  specific  limits  of 
which  are  defined  in  the  reports.  For  scale-I  territory,  which  em- 
braced substantially  all  of  Illinois  and  a  narrow  strip  of  southern 
Wisconsin,  we  prescribed  a  basic  scale  of  distance  rates.  For  scale-II 
territory,  which  may  be  roughly  defined  as  that  territory  north  and 
west  of  scale-I  territory  and  east  of  the  Missouri  Biver,  a  scale  of 
maximum  distance  rates  20  per  cent  higher  than  the  basic  scale  was 
prescribed.  Scale-Ill  territory  lies  generally  west  and  south  of  the 
Missouri  River,  including  southwestern  Missouri  and  those  portions 
of  Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  South  Dakota  lying  east  of  a  hne  extend- 
ing from  the  southern  boundary  of  North  Dakota  through  Aberdeen 
and  Mitchell,  S.  Dak. ;  O'Neill  and  Hastings,  Nebr. ;  and  Salina  and 
Hutchinson,  Kans. ;  to  the  Oklahoma-Kansas  state  line.  It  embraces 
gas-belt  points,  Dewey  being  included  by  irregular  projection  of  the 
southern  boundary.  Scale-IV  territory  included  those  portions  of 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  South  Dakota,  not  included  in  scale-Ill  ter- 
ritory, the  eastern  part  of  Colorado,  and  certain  portions  of  Wyo- 
ming and  Montana.  The  rates  prescribed  for  application  in  scale 
territories  III  and  IV  were,  respectively,  on  higher  bases  than  the 
rates  in  scale  territories  I  and  II,  but  did  not  constitute  fixed  per- 
centages  of  the  basic  scale. 

The  order  provided  that  the  scale-II  rates  should  apply  on  traffic 
moving  from  the  gas  belt  into  the  scale-II  territory,  that  the  distance 
via  "short-line  workable  routes"  be  used  by  the  carriers  as  the 
measure  of  the  scale  rates ;  that  no  distinction  be  made  in  rates  for 
hauls  over  more  than  one  line ;  and  that  the  carriers  should  establish 
through  routes  and  joint  rates  via  all  reasonably  available  direct 
lines.  The  carriers  construed  "  short-line  workable  routes  "  to  mean 
the  short-line  distances  by  way  of  existing  routes  ordinarily  and  cus- 
tomarily used  and  in  connection  with  which  they  had  divi^ons,  and 
they  published  rates  based  on  such  distances.  The  order  also  pro- 
Tided  that  in  establishing  rates  between  points  in  territories  of  differ- 
ent rate  levels,  the  rate  for  the  entire  distance  should  be  calculated 
imder  the  scale  applicable  in  each  of  each  respective  territories,  tfas 
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average  of  the  rates  thus  obtained  to  be  observed  as  a  maximum.  In 
establishing  rates  between  the  gas  belt  and  points  in  Nebraska, 
Wyoming,  and  South  Dakota  the  carriers  used  the  distances  over 
routes  through  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Omaha,  extending  in  part 
through  scale-n  territory,  but  applied  the  higher  scale-Ill  rates 
■for  the  entire  distance.  Complainants  protested  the  rates  before 
they  became  effective,  bnt  they  were  not  suspended  as  the  principal 
carriera  were  under  federal  control.  Thereafter  we  received  nu> 
merous  complaints  from  shippers  directed  against  the  methods  used 
in  fixing  the  distances  upon  which  the  rates  between  points  in  the 
different  territories  were  based.  We  directed  the  attention  of  the 
carriers  to  the  fact  that  the  published  rates  between  points  in  the 
different  territories,  particularly  from  the  gas  belt  to  points  in 
scale-Ill  territory  and  west  thereof,  applying  through  scale-II  ter- 
ritory, were  not  based  upon  an  average  of  scale  II  and  the  higher 
scale  or  scales.  The  proceeding  first  referred  to  was  subsequently 
reopened  for  further  consideration  of  certain  matters,  and  the  parties 
irere  cited  to  show  cause  why  in  the  application  of  the  scales  the 
shortest  possible  route  between  points  of  origin  and  points  of  destina- 
tion should  not  measure  the  distance  which  should  determine  the 
rate.  In  the  supplemental  report  of  February  17, 1919,  52  I.  C.  C, 
22fi,  we  said : 

What  the  Commlsston  bad  In  miotl  was  the  shortest  distnnce  via  reasonable 
and  practicable  routes.  Such  routes  might  or  mtght  not  be  tbe  routes  via  irhtch 
the  carrlera  ordinarily  moved  the  tralllc.  They  might  or  tnlebt  not  be  the 
shortest  possible  routes.  It  was  expected  that  fair  JadEment  would  be  «set^ 
ciaed  in  ascertain ing  each  short-tine  worlcable  ronte,  and  that  when  sncb  route 
had  been  ascertained  the  distance  via  that  route  would  be  the  measure  ol  the 
rate.    •    •     • 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  distance  via  the  shortest  possible  routes  embrac- 
ing as  ■  maximum  the  lines  or  parts  of  lines  of  no  more  than  three  cnrrlera 
rta  existing  connections  for  interchange  of  carload  traffic  should  be  used  aa 
(he  measure  of  the  sciile  rates  In  IIcu  of  the  short-line  workftble  route  distance 
prescribed  by  our  previous  report  and  order    •     •    • 

The  rates  under  our  original  order  were  established  August  8, 
1918,  and  as  a  result  of  the  supplemental  proceeding  they  were  revised 
February  29,  1920,  the  termination  of  federal  control.  This  revi- 
sion had  the  effect  of  reducing  the  rotes  from  the  gas-belt  producing 
points  to  many  points  in  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  Wyoming, 
and  Missouri.  These  reductions,  ranging  from  0.5  cent  to  4  cents 
per  100  pounds,  resulted  from  basing  the  rates  on  distances  over 
shorter  routes  through  Superior,  Nebr.,  Leavenworth,  Kans.,  and 
other  junction  points,  and  in  instances  where  the  short-line  distances 
made  through  scale-II  territory,  in  basii^  the  rates  on  the  average 
of  the  scales  for  the  different  territories.  While  complainants  con- 
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tend  that  these  ntea  did  not  folly  ooDfoim  to  the  order  in  the  origi- 
nal case,  they  ask  repsratiim  only  on  basis  of  the  rates  established 
February  29, 1920. 

In  the  ori^al  proceeding  we  refused  to  disturb  the  existing  ad- 
justment under  which  the  vaiioas  mills  within  the  Kansas  gas  belt, 
including  Dewey,  bad  the  benefit  of  the  same  rate  to  interstate  desti- 
nations, but  in  establishing  the  distance  rates  the  carriers  made 
them  effective  from  Dewey  to  points  in  Kansas,  although  continuing 
the  then  existing  group  rate  to  those  destinations,  intrastate  from  the 
other  gas-belt  producing  pointe,  and  interstate  frcan  Dewey.  As  the 
disUnce  rates  to  many  of  those  destinations  were  lower  than  the 
group  rate  and  the  lower  rate  applied,  the  adjustment  was  thereupon 
disturbed  and  the  resulting  rates  from  Dewey  were  lower  than  from 
several  intermediate  Kansas  producing  points.  Effective  February 
29, 1920,  the  previously  existing  grouping  of  gas-belt  points,  includ- 
ing Dewey,  was  restored,  and  except  to  the  extent  departed  from  in 
audi  grouping,  the  intersUte  scale  of  distance  rates  prescribed  in 
the  cement  investigation  was  made  applicable  from  all  producing 
pointe  in  the  gas  belt  to  Kansas  destinations.  This  revision  resulted 
in  reductions  in  many  of  the  rates  between  Kansas  points.  However, 
it  appears  that  to  a  great  number  of  Kansas  destinations  increases 
resulted  by  the  application  of  the  interstete  scale,  in  lieu  of  the  then 
existing  intrastate  rates,  and  it  is  testified  for  defendants  that  shortly 
after  August  8,  1918,  when  the  distance  scale  was  esteblished  from 
Dewey,  the  carriers  attempted  to  apply  the  same  scale  from  Uie 
Kansas  producing  pointe  to  Kansas  destinations,  and  that  scale  would 
probably  have  been  esteblished  but  for  the  opposition  of  Kansas 
intereste,  including  those  here  represented.  Complainante  have  not 
shown  that  they  were  subjected  to  damage  by  reason  of  lower  rates 
ctmtemporaneously  mainteined  from  Dewey  and  the  record  does  not 
warrant  a  finding  that  the  intrastete  rates  assailed  were  unreason- 
able. 

Defendante  made  no  effort  to  justify  the  esteblishment  of  rates 
between  the  gas  belt  and  points  in  scale-Ill  territory  based  on  scale- 
Ill  rates  when  the  shipmente  moved  through  scale-II  territory.  They 
urge  that  as  the  Missouri  Biver  is  the  boundary  line  between  those 
respective  territories,  they  were  justified  in  using  scnle-III  rates 
"  where  the  traffic  was  hauled  en  route  along  the  boundary  line  be- 
tween scale- II  and  scalo-III  territories,*'  and  that  it  was  supposed  that 
a  full  and  satisfactory  explanation  was  made  of  that  situation  in  the 
supplemental  proceeding.  However,  the  fact  that  such  rates  did  not 
conform  to  our  finding  in  the  original  case  is  obvloos  and  is  empha- 
nzed  in  thesupplemental  report. 
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Contrasted  with  tiie  carriers'  refusal  to  establish  rates  via  the 
more  direct  lines  through  Superior,  Leavenworth,  and  other  junc- 
tions, from  the  gaa  belt  to  the  destinations  under  consideration,  it 
appears  Uiat  they  contemporaneously  established  rates,  based  on 
shorter  routes,  from  Mason  City,  Iowa,  and  other  competing  cement- 
producing  points  to  the  same  destination  territory.  Thus,  the  rate 
from  Mason  City  to  Cadams,  Nebr.,  was  made  IS  cents,  based  on  the 
mileage  of  the  Chicago  Great  Western  to  Omaha  and  the  Chicago  & 
North  Western  beyond,  390  miles,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
North  Western  serves  Mason  City  and  the  distance  therefrom  over 
that  carrier's  rails  to  Cadams  is  494  miles  and  the  rate  for  that  dis- 
tance was  18.5  cents.  The  same  plan  is  claimed  to  have  been  used 
from  other  competing  cement-producing  points.  As  the  rates  to 
points  beyond  Superior,  established  August  8,  1918,  were  made  ap- 
plicable through  that  junction,  the  Superior  route  has  been  open  at 
least  since  that  date,  and  it  is  conceded  that  the  rates  originally  es- 
tablished under  the  scale  prescribed  in  the  cement  investigation  be- 
tween the  gas  belt  and  points  in  Nebraska  and  other  states  would 
have  been  based  on  the  mileage  through  Superior  and  other  direct- 
line  junction  points  but  for  the  fact  that  the  Burlington  and  the 
North  Western  demanded  the  same  divisions  beyond  such  junctions 
as  accrued  to  them  under  the  longer  hauls  through  £ansas  City  and 
Omaha. 

The  rates  from  points  in  Illinois,  prescribed  in  the  original  pro- 
ceeding, were  lower  than  from  points  in  the  other  territories,  but 
in  the  supplemental  decision  the  carriers  were  permitted  to  ftpply 
8cale-II  rates,  20  per  cent  higher  than  scale-I  rates,  from  and  to 
points  in  that  state.  Directing  attention  to  the  changes  there  author- 
ized, defendants  contend  that  the  entire  proceeding,  including  the 
supplemental  proceeding,  was  in  the  nature  of  a  general  revision, 
including  both  increases  and  reductions,  and  that  no  reparation 
should  be  awarded.  Investigation  of  AUeged  Unreaaondble  Rates  on 
Meats,  28  I.  C.  C,  882,  Delaware,  Lackawanrut  db  Western  Coal  Co,  v. 
R.  R.  Co.t  46  I.  C.  C,  606,  and  other  cases  are  cited,  but  these 
cases  do  not  support  their  position.  In  establishing  rates  between 
the  gas  belt  and  points  in  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  Wyoming, 
and  Missouri  the  carriers  did  not  comply  with  the  original  order  in 
the  cement  investigation.  These  rates  were  based  on  distances  via 
drcojtous  routes  in  order  to  protect  or  foster  the  interests  of  cement- 
producing  points  located  on  the  destination  lines.  Moreover,  while 
the  defendants  refused  or  neglected  to  establish  the  rates  throuf^ 
direct-line  junctions  because  they  were  unable  to  agree  upon  divi- 
sions, the  principal  carriers  were  at  that  time  operated  under  a  uni- 
fied and  coordinated  national  control,  and  not  in  competition^ 
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The  shipments,  including  those  of  Sunderland  Brothers'Company, 
which  is  the  distributor  for  and  acted  as  the  agent  of  the  Ash  Gtotb 
Lime  &  Portland  Cement  Company,  were  sold  at  a  delivered  pri^ 
complainants'  customers  paid  these  charges  and  deducted  them  fn»n 
the  invoice  price  in  making  settlement,  and  complainants  are  there- 
fore entitled  to  any  reparation  that  may  be  awarded.  Southern  Pac. 
Co,  V.  DameU-Taemer  Co.,  245  U.  S.,  531. 

'  We  find  that  the  rates  charged  on  the  shipments  which  moved 
from  Kansas  producing  points  to  destinations  in  Kansas,  were  not 
unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful,  but  that  the  rates  charged  on 
the  shipments  under  consideration  which  moved  from  Dewey  and  the 
Kansas  origin  points  hereinabove  specified,  to  destinations  in  Ne- 
braska, South  Dakota,  Iowa,  Wyoming,  and  Missouri  were  unrea- 
sonable to  the  extent  that  the;  exceeded  the  rates  established  Febru- 
ary 29, 1920;  that  complainants.  Ash  Grove  Lime  &  Portland  Cement 
Company,  Dewey  Portland  Cement  Company,  Fredonia  Portland 
Cement  Company,  Great  Western  Portland  Cement  Company  of 
Kansas,  Monarch  Cement  Company,  and  Western  States  Portland 
Cement  Company,  made  these  shipments  and  paid  and  bore  the 
charges  thereon;  that  they  were  damaged  to  the  extent  that  tbe 
charges  paid  exceeded  those  that  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates 
herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  they  are  entitled  to  reparation, 
with  interest.  Such  complainants  should  comply  with  rule  V  of 
the  Eules  of  Practice. 

«L0.a 


D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


DU  fONT  DE  NEUOUBS  A  CO.  V.  DIRECTOB  GBNEBAL. 


No.  12007. 
E.  I.  DU  PONT  DE  NEMOURS  &  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOB  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CHICAGO,  MILWAU- 
KEE &  ST.  PAUL  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bubmitted  yooetnbvr  S6.  ISSI.    Decided  February  i4,  iSti. 


Import  rate  on  nitrate  of  aoda.  In  ciirloada,  from  Tacoma.  Wash.,  to  Ramaar, 
Mont.,  foncd  not  niircasoneble  and  present  rate  not  onduly  prejudklal. 
Complainant  not  ahoivn  to  liave  been  damaged  bj  reasoo  of  any  uodue  prej- 
udice nblcli  may  bave  existed  during  federal  controL    Complaint  dismiBsed. 
Harvey  S.  Farrow  and  V.  S.  Thomas  for  complainant. 
John  F.  Finerty,  Thomas  M.  Woodward,  and  Fred  W.  Eeid  for 
defendants. 

Report  op  the  Cohmisrioh. 
Division  2,  Couhissionebb  Daniels,  Esch,  and  Campbell. 
By  Division  2 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  examiner's  proposed 
report,  and  the  case  was  orally  argued  before  us.  We  have  reached 
a  conclusion  different  from  that  recommended  by  thi;  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  in  manufiicturing  explosives 
with  a  plant  at  Ramsay,  Mont.,  alleges  that  the  rate  charged  on  48 
carloads  of  nitrate  of  soda  from  Tacoma,  Wash.,  to  Ramsay,  during 
the  period  July  27,  1918,  to  November  20,  1019,  both  inclusive,  was 
unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  the 
extent  that  it  exceeded  the  rate  contemporaneously  applicable  from 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to  Bacchus,  Utah.  The  prayer  is  for  repara- 
tion and  the  establishment  of  a  just  and  reasonable  rate  for  the 
future.    Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Ramsay  is  on  the  Butte,  Anaconda  &  Pacific,  about  8  miles  south 
of  Butte,  Mont.  The  shipments  in  question  were  imported  from 
Chile  and  moved  from  Tacoma  to  Ramsay  over  the  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee &  St.  Paul  to  Butte,  and  the  Butte,  Anaconda  &  Pacific  beyond, 
668  miles.  Charges  were  collected  at  the  applicable  rate  of  50  cents. 
Complainant  competes  in  manufacturing  explosives  at  Ramsay  with 
the  Hercules  Powder  Company,  which  has  a  plant  at  Bacchus.  The 
Hercules  Powder  Company  imports  nitrate  of  soda  through  the  port 
of  San  Francisco. 
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Prior  to  June  25, 1918,  there  was  in  effect  on  nitrate  of  soda  from 
Tacoma  to  Samsay  an  import  commodity  rat«  of  31.5  cents  and  a 
domestic  rate  of  40  cents.  The  import  rate  was  established  in  1916 
at  the  request  of  complainant  and  was  the  same  as  the  domestic  rate 
contemporaneously  in  effect  from  San  Francisco  to  Bacchus,  a  dis- 
tance of  923  miles  over  the  Western  Pacific  and  the  Bingham  A 
Garfield.  On  June  25,  1918,  as  a  result  of  general  order  No.  28  of 
the  Director  Gieneral  of  Railroads,  import  rates  were  canceled  and 
the  domestic  rate  from  Tacoma,  increased  to  50  cents,  became  appli- 
cable on  import  shipments.  The  domestic  rate  from  San  Francisco 
to  Bacchus  was  increased  by  25  per  cent  to  89.5  cents.  Before  the 
rates  prescribed  in  general  order  No.  28  became  effective  complain- 
ant protested  against  any  greater  increase  in  the  Tacoma-Ramsay 
rate  than  was  authorized  to  be  made  in  the  San  Francisco-Bacchus 
rate.  In  October,  1918,  it  was  advised  by  the  Portland  district 
freight  traffic  committee  tliat  no  reduction  would  be  made  in  the 
rate  to  Ramsay,  but  that  an  increase  in  the  rate  to  Bacchus  to  place 
the  two  upon  a  parity  was  being  considered. 

Complainant  cites  rates  applicable  when  the  shipments  moved  on 
nitrate  of  soda  for  equal  or  greater  distances  from  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
ports  to  destinations  in  central  and  western  territory.  In  the  ab- 
sence of  a  similarity  of  transportation  conditions  these  comparisons 
are  of  little  value.  In  The  Northwestern  Salt  Cases,  45  1.  0.  C,  12, 
we  found  that  class-D  rates  on  salt,  in  carloads,  from  Tacoma  to 
points  in  Montana,  including  Ramsay,  would  be  reasonable.  The 
class-D  rate  from  Tacoma  to  Ramsay  in  effect  when  complainant's 
shipments  moved  was  56.5  cents,  or  5.5  cents  greater  than  the  rate 
on  nitrate  of  soda.  The  value  of  nitrate  of  soda  per  net  ton  when  the 
shipments  moved  varied  from  $42.85.  to  $43.59,  while  the  value  of 
common  salt  varied  from  $3.72  to  $3.86.  Defendants  direct  attention 
to  the  fact  that  salt  is  desirable  traffic,  while  nitrate  of  soda,  a  dan- 
gerous article  from  a  transportation  standpoint,  is  undesirable.  The 
present  rate  from  Tacoma  to  Ramsay  is  62.5  cents  and  from  San 
Francisco  to  Bacchus  49.5  cents. 

We  find  that  the  rate  charged  on  complainant's  shipments  was  not 
and  that  the  present  rate  on  nitrate  of  soda,  in  carloads,  from  Tacoma 
to  Ramsay  is  not  unreasonable,  and  that  it  is  not  shown  that  com- 
plainant has  sustained  damage  by  reason  of  any  imdue  prejudice  that 
may  have  existed  when  these  shipments  moved  during  federal  control. 

The  Western  Pacific  and  Bingham  &  Garfield  are  not  parties 
hereto,  and  since  the  defendant  carriers  are  not  responsible  for  the 
rates  maintained  to  Bacchus,  there  is  no  basis  for  a  finding  of  undue 
prejudice  with  respect  to  the  present  rates.  An  order  dismissing 
tht  complaint  will  be  entered. 
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No.  12142. 

JOHN  M.  BUCKLAND 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


Buhmitted  Nwembar  tS,  19tl.    DedAei  Febmary  18,  latt. 


Rates  on  alag,  tn  carloada,  from  Bnuiua,  Fa.,  to  Weat  OoUlngswood,  N.  J., 
found  unreuoaable.    Reparation  awarded. 

AJien  S.  Ohnated^  Snd,  and  Saul,  Ewmg,  Remick  c&  Said  for  com- 
plainant. 

John  F.  Pinerty  and  John  C.  Brooke  for  defendant 

Bepobt  of  the  CoMicisaiON. 
Division  2,  Comhibsionbbs  Daxiels,  Eboh,  and  Caupbsll. 
Bt  Divibion  2: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  the  defendant  to  the  report  propoaed 
by  the  examiner  and  the  case  was  orally  argued  before  us. 

Complainant,  trading  under  the  name  of  the  National  Slag  Com- 
pany, is  engaged  in  crushing  and  selling  slag,  and  has  his  main 
office  in  Allentown,  Fa.  By  complaint,  filed  January  19,  1921,  he 
alleges  that  the  rate  charged  during  the  period  November  1  to 
November  18,  1918,  inclusive,  for  the  transportation  of  slag,  in 
carloads,  from  Emaus,  Pa.,  to  West  CoUingswood,  N.  J.,  was  unjust 
and  unreasoDahle.  The  prayer  is  for  reparation.  Bates  are  stated 
in  amounts  per  net  ton. 

Emaus  is  a  local  station  on  the  PerUomen  branch  of  the  Phila- 
delphia A  Beading,  and  West  CoUingswood  is  served  by  the  Atluitic 
City.  For  practical  purposes  the  shipments  may  be  regarded  as  a 
one-line  haul  of  79  milea 

When  the  shipments  moved,  a  contractor  was  building  Yorkship 
village,  near  the  rail  station  West  CoUingswood,  for  the  Emergency 
Fleet  Corporation,  United  States  Shipping  Board.  Complainant 
had  undertaken  to  furnish  this  contractor  with  lai^  quantities  of 
crushed  slag  at  a  fixed  price  at  point  of  origin,  the  contract  also 
providing  that  complainant  must  ship  from  points  from  which  the 
freight  rate  to  destination  was  not  more  than  $1.80.  Just  prior  to 
the  movement  of  slag  from  Emaus  to  West  CoUingswood,  here  in- 
volved, complainant  had  been  shipping  slag,  under  his  agreemait, 
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from  Bethlehem,  Pa.,  and  other  points  from  which  a  rate  of  $1.30 
applied.  Because  of  pressure  from  the  contractor  for  more  frequent 
and  refTular  deliveries,  complainant  made  the  shipments  in  question 
from  Emaus,  his  crushing  plants  at  Bethlehem  and  other  points 
from  which  the  rate  was  $1.80  not  being  able  to  supply  all  that  was 
needed.  Charges  were  collected  thereon  at  rates  ranging  from 
$1.80  to  $2,  tba  route  of  movement  not  appearing  in  all  cases.  Under 
tlic  tariffs  traffic  from  Emaus  to  West  Collingswood  must  move  via 
Ferkiomen  Junction,  b;  which  route  the  applicable  rate  was  $2,  and 
our  findings  will  be  limited  to  shipments  moving  via  such  route. 

Subsequently,  in  the  same  month  these  shipments  moved,  the  $1.30 
rate  was  established  from  Emaus,  to  the  basis  of  which  complainant 
asks  for  reparation.  Under  the  ^  rate  the  per  car  earnings  were 
$103.31,  equivalent  to  $1.80  per  car-mile  for  79  miles.  If  the  rate 
of  $1.30  bad  been  in  effect  the  average  earnings  per  car  would  have 
been  $65.52,  equivalent  to  82.9  cents  per  car-mile. 

We  find  that  the  rates  charged  on  the  shipments  which  moved 
via  Perkiomen  Junction  were  unjust  and  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  a  rate  of  $1.30  per  net  ton ;  that  shipments  were 
made  as  described  and  complainant  paid  and  bore  the  charges 
thereon ;  that  he  was  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  be- 
tween the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the 
rate  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  be  is  entitled  to  reparation, 
with  interest.  Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules 
of  Practice.  The  statement  under  that  rule  should  be  confined  to 
cars  which  moved  via  Perkiomen  Junction. 
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No.  12178. 
CITT  OF  ABERDEEN,  S.  DAK., 

V. 

DIRECTOB  GENERAI..  AS  AGENT,  CHICAGO  &  NORTH 
WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted   Jttlv  to,   ISBl.    DeoUei  Febmarv  IS,   I9tt. 


Bates  on  coal-tar  pitch,  In  barrels,  In  cnrloade,  and  coal  tar,  ia  tank-car  loads, 
from  Minneapolis,  Mlno.,  to  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak.,  foand  unreasonable. 
Reasonable  rates  piescrlbcd  for  the  future,  and  rvtaratlon  awarded. 

£.  M,  Hendricks  for  complainant. 
/.  N,  Davit  for  defendants. 

ReFOBT  of  the  COHICIMION. 

DinsioN  3,  CoMHissiovERa  Hall,  EAffncAN,  and  Campbell. 
Br  Division  8 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner.  We  have  reached  conclufiions  differing  from  those  sug- 
gested by  him. 

By  complaint  filed  January  31, 1921,  it  is  aUeged  that  the  class-D 
rates  on  coal-tar  pitch,  in  barrels,  in  carloads,  and  coal  tar,  in  tank- 
car  loads,  from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak.,  were  and 
are  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  unduly  prejudicial  to 
Aberdeen  and  unduly  preferential  of  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and  Sioux 
City,  Iowa.  We  are  asked  to  establish  a  reasonable  rate  for  the 
future  and  to  award  reparation  on  one  carload  of  coal-tar  pitch 
shipped  from  Minneapolis  to  Aberdeen  over  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee 
&  St.  Paul,  hereinafter  called  the  Milwaukee,  in  April,  1&19,  and 
three  tank-car  loads  of  coal  tar  shipped  from  and  to  the  same  points 
over  the  same  line  in  August  and  September,  1920.  Rates  will  be 
stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Aberdeen  is  in  northeastern  South  Dakota,  distant  from  Minne- 
apolis 266, 305,  SOS,  and  858  miles  by  way  of  the  Milwaukee,  the  Great 
Northern,  the  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis,  and  the  Chicago  &  North 
Western,  respectively.  All  of  these  carriers  are  defendants.  The 
rates  in  issue  were  and  are  the  same  over  the  lines  of  all  defendant 
carriers. 
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Coal  tar  is  a  by-product  of  coal  obtained  in  the  muiufiuitare  of 
illuminating  gas.  Coal-tar  pitch  is  the  distillate  or  solid  form  of  tar 
which  remains  after  certain  oils  have  been  extracted  by  a  refinii^r 
process.  Barrett  Mfg.  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  (&  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  47  I.  C.  C,  27, 
28.  These  products  are  used  hy  complainant  in  paving  its  streets. 
It  paid  12  and  14  cents  per  gallon  for  the  tar  and  7S  cents  per  100 
pounds  for  the  pitch. 

Coal-tar  pitch,  in  barrels,  in  carloads,  minimum  40,000  pounds,  and 
coal  tar,  in  tank-car  loads,  minimum  the  capacity  of  the  tank,  an 
rated  class  D  in  western  classification.  Ko  commodity  rates  were  or 
are  in  effect  on  these  commodities  from  Minneapolis  to  AberdeoL 
When  the  first  shipment  of  tar  and  the  carload  of  pitch  moved  die 
applicable  class-D  rate  was  22.5  cents.  This  rate  was  increased  on 
August  26,  1920,  to  30.5  cents.  The  carload  of  pitch  weighed  42,460 
■  pounds  and  charges  of  $95.54  were  collected.  The  three  carloads  of 
tar  weighed  286,020  pounds  and  charges  aggregating  $797.40  were 
collected.  Based  upon  the  short-line  distance,  over  the  route  of  move- 
ment, the  rates  assailed  yielded  ton-mile  revenues  of  15.7  mills  prior 
to  August  26,  1920,  and  21.S  mills  thereafter.  Complainant  seeks 
reparation  to  bases  of  18  cents  on  the  shipments  which  moved  prior 
to  August  26,  1920,  and  24.5  cents  on  those  which  moved  there- 
after. Such  rates  would  bear  the  same  relation  to  the  contemporane- 
ous class-D  nites  as  did  the  commodity  rates  to  Sioux  Falls,  and 
would  have  yielded  12.5  mills  prior  to  August  26, 19S0,  and  17.1  mills 
on  and  after  that  date. 

Complainant  compares  the  present  class  rate  with  commodity  rates 
from  and  to  other  points  in  the  same  general  territory,  as  foUowB : 
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Seference  is  made  to  a  commodity  rate  of  80.5  cents  from  Duluth 
to  Aberdeen,  the  same  as  the  clasa-D  rate  from  Minneapolis  to  the 
same  destination.  Complainant  contends  that  transp<Hrtation  condi- 
tions are  as  favorable  from  Mineapolis  to  Aberdeen  as  from  Minne- 
apolis to  Sioux  Falls  and  Sioux  City.   It  shows  that  commodity  ratM 
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on  coal  tar  and  pitch  lower  than  the  class  basifi  are  publiahed  fmn 
and  to  many  pomte  in  western  trunk  line  territory.  Complainant 
expects  to  make  further  shipments  of  these  commoditiee. 

Defendants'  witness  testified  that  the  general  baaie  of  rates  on  coal 
tar  and  pitch  from  Minneapolis  to  points  on  the  Milwaukee  east  of 
the  Missouri  Kiver  in  South  Dakota  is  class  D.  To  points  west  of  the 
Missouri  River  in  South  Dakota,  North  Dakota,  and  Montana,  com- 
modity rates  lower  than  class  D  are  published  from  Chicago,  Minne- 
apolis, Duluth,  and  other  points.  Bates  generally  from  Chicago  to 
Sioux  Falls  are  made  with  relation  to  rates  from  the  same  point  to 
Sioux  City.  In  DanieU  v.  C,  R.  I.  c6  P.  By.  Co.,  6  I  C  C,  458,  we 
found  that  class  rates  from  Chicago  to  Sioux  Falls  should  not  exceed 
IfH  per  cent  of  the  corresponding  rates  from  Chicago  to  Sioux  City. 
It  ia  understood  that  this  relationship  still  obtains  as  to  the  first- 
class  rates.  The  Sioux  City  rates,  defendants  contend,  were  estab- 
lished on  a  depressed  basis  because  of  competition  with  other  Missouri 
Rirer  cities.  Defendents'  witness  testified  that  his  investigation 
disclosed  no  movement  under  the  commodity  rates  from  Chicago  to 
Aberdeen,  from  Duluth  to  Aberdeen,  or  from  Duluth  and  Minne- 
apolis to  Sioux  Falls  and  Sioux  City. 

In  Barrett  Mfg.  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  <Ss  S.  F.  By.  Co.,  ntpra,  decided 
October  9,  19X7,  the  rates  on  these  commodities  from  Utah  common 
points  to  Colorado  common  points  were  found  unreasonable  to  the 
extent  that  they  exceeded  30  cents.  This  rate  for  the  average  short- 
line  distance  of  647  miles  yielded  9.3  mills  per  ton-mile,  and  is  the 
equivalent  of  a  rate  of  37.5  cents  yielding  earnings  of  11.6  mills 
per  ton-mile  after  the  general  rate  increase  of  June  25,  1918.  When 
allowance  ia  made  for  application  of  the  principle  that  as  distance 
increases  earnings  per  ton-mile  should  decrease,  that  rate  is  somewhat 
higher  than  those  requested  in  the  instant  case;  but  the  transporta- 
tion here  under  consideration  is  through  a  prairie  country.  In  the 
Barrett  Case  we  said,  page  80: 

Between  Utah  and  Colorado  common  potnta  the  Rocky  Hoantaina  are 
crossed  and  the  adverse  conditions  result  In  hieher  operating  expenses  and 
warrant  higher  charges  than  woald  be  Justlfled  for  a  prairie  bant 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  and  are  not  unjustly  dis- 
criminatory or  unduly  prejudicial,  but  that  they  were,  are,  and  for 
the  future  wiU  be  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  th^  exceeded, 
exceed  or  may  exceed  18  cents  per  100  pounds  prior  to  August  26, 
1920,  and  24.5  cents  per  100  pounds  on  and  after  that  date;  that 
complainant  made  the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the 
chai^;ea  thereon,  and  has  been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  differ- 
ence between  the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued 
at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  repara- 
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tioB  from  the  Director  General,  «8  Agent,  in  the  sum  of  $19.11,  with 
interest,  and  from  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St  Paul  Kailway  Com- 
pany in  the  sum  of  $167 .64,  with  interest. 
An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 

Hall,  Commitsioner^  dissenting : 

The  general  basis  of  rates  on  these  commodities  in  this  territory 
is  class  !)■  The  only  exceptions  shown  of  record  are,  so  far  as 
we  know,  paper  rates.  The  movement  consisted  of  four  carloads  in 
two  years,  and  for  the  future  is  not  expected  to  exceed  three  or  four 
carloads  a  year.  The  facts  were  different  in  Barrett  ^fg.  Co,  y. 
A.,  T.  d)  S.  F.  By.  Co.,  47  I.  C.  C,  27. 

In  my  opinion  closs-D  rates  were  properly  applicable  to  these  iso- 
lated shipments  and  the  complaint  should  be  dismissed, 
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No.  12374. 
WOFFORD  OIL  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  NEW  ORLEANS  & 
NORTHEASTERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


aubmllled  Janitory  tl,  19Si.    Decided  Felirvorjf  la,  19St. 

Ratefl  on  gasoline,  In  tank-car  loads,  from  Mereanz  and  North  Baton  Rongn, 
La^  to  Blrmlnsbam  and  Alabaina  City,  Ala.,  found  not  unreasonabla  or 
otherwise  nnlawful.    Complaint  dismlsMd. 

O.  L.  Bunn  for  complainants. 

John  F.  Finerty  and  E.  C.  Blanchard  for  defendants. 

RbPOBT  or  TBZ  COHHISSIOH. 

DmaiON  4,  CoHnisaiONZBfi  Metxb,  DANiEid,  and  Poitbr. 
Bt  DmnoN  4 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner, 
but  the  case  was  orally  argued  before  us. 

Complainants  allege  that  the  charges  collected  on  78  tank-car  loads 
of  gasoline  shipped  from  Mereaux  and  North  Baton  Ronge,  La.,  to 
Bimiingham  and  Alabama  City,  Ala.,  between  August  1  and  Novem- 
ber 1,  1918,  were  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  unduly 
preferential.  The  prayer  is  for  reparation.  Rates  will  be  stated  in 
cents  per  100  pounds. 

Charges  were  collected  on  the  shipments  involved  at  the  applicable 
commodity  rates  of  41.6  cents  to  Birmingham  and  42  cents  to  Ala- 
bama City.  These  rates  were  established  pursuant  to  general  order 
No.  28  and  represented  a  25  per  cent  increase  over  the  rates  in  effect 
on  June  24,  1918.  On  October  29,  1918,  the  rates  were  reduced  to 
37.5  cents  and  38  cents,  respectively,  through  the  substitution  of  a 
flat  increase  of  4.5  cents  in  lieu  of  the  25  per  cent  increase  prescribed 
by  general  order  No.  28.  It  is  to  the  basis  of  these  subsequently  estab- 
lished rates  that  reparation  is  sought. 

Complainants'  counsel  predicates  their  case  upon  the  assumption 
that  the  rates  from  Mereaux  and  North  Baton  Rouge  prior  to  general 
order  No.  28  were  reasonable;  that  the  increases  effected  by  that 
order  disturbed  the  preexisting  relationship  between  these  rates  and 
otiier  rates  which  was  restored  when  the  flat  increase  was  made 
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effective  on  October  28, 1918,  whereupon  the  rates  from  these  points 
again  became  reasonable.  Although  it  would  appear  that  the  mor- 
ing  cause  for  the  complaint  is  the  disturbance  in  relationship  created 
by  general  order  No.  28,  no  damage  is  sought  by  reason  thereof, 
doubtless  because  complainants'  rates  were  increased  by  amoonts  tesi 
than  the  rates  from  other  more  distant  producing  points.  Ilieir 
contention  is  that  they  suffered  damage  when  the  Director  General'! 
order  substituting  the  horizontal  increase  for  the  percentage  increasi 
was  made  effective  on  or  about  August  1  in  tariffs  carrying  rates 
from  and  to  other  points,  whereas  it  was  not  until  the  last  of  Octo- 
ber that  it  was  made  applicable  from  the  points  in  question.  This 
contention,  without  further  evidence,  of  whi<^  there  is  none  that  we 
can  take  cognizance,  does  not  establi^  any  violation  of  the  act  to 
regulate  commerce  or  the  federal  control  act.  We  have  repeatedly 
held  in  cases  arising  out  of  federal  control  that  neither  the  per- 
centage nor  the  amount  by  which  a  rate  was  increased  under  generd 
order  No.  28,  or  other  freight  rate  authorities,  constitutes  proof  of 
unreasonableness.  Any  general  increase  necessarily  disturbs  pre- 
existing rates,  either  by  varying  amounts,  if  it  be  a  percentage  in- 
crease, or  by  varying  percentages,  if  it  be  a  flat  increase  The  mere 
fact  that  some  other  shipper  may  have  obtained  a  reduction  in  his 
rate  prior  to  the  date  complainants  obtained  a  reduction  in  tbeir 
rates  does  not  indicate  that  complainants  paid  unreasonable  rates 
or  wei-e  unduly  prejudiced  or  in  any  way  damaged  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  law. 

The  following  table,  based  on  an  exhibit  submitted  by  complain- 
ants, shows  rates  contemporaneously  in  effect  on  gasoline,  in  tank 
cars,  from  various  points  to  Birmingham  and  Alabama  Oity,  as  com- 
pared witii  the  rates  assailed : 
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It  will  be  noted  that  the  rates  from  Mereaux  and  North  Baton 
Rouge  were  at  least  8  cents  lower  than  any  of  the  rates  with  which 
they  are  compared,  and  that,  distances  considered,  the  ton-mile  earn- 
ings thereon  were  not  excesmve. 

We  find  that  the  rates  charged  were  not  unreasonable  or  otherwiaa 
unlawful.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  11388. 
PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  OF  INDIANA  ET  AL. 

V. 

ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  &  SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
ET  AL. 


Bubmiltei  October  £S,  1921.    Deoidei  February  l-t.  IS2S. 


Class  and  commodity  rates  from  points  in  Indiana  to  St.  Pftol  and  Mlnnemptril^ 
Minn,,  which  are  higher  than  froto  points  in  Illinois  and  points  on  th» 
west  bank  of  the  Allsslsalppi  River  In  Iowa  and  Missouri  fooDd  QnreaMn- 
able  and  undul;  prejudicial  to  the  extent  herein  indicated. 
A.  B.  Cronk  and  R.  B.  Ooapatick  for  complainants. 
A.  B.  Enoch  and  D.  P.  Connell  for  defendants. 
P.  W.  Ooyle  and  E.  R.  Brashear  for  St  Louis  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce; R.  \Y.  Sopteqvet  for  Eastside  Manufacturers'  Association 
and  Qreater  Belleville  Board  of  Trade;  X.  B.  Boswell  for  Quiucy 
Freight  Bureau ;  C.  S.  Bather  for  National  Furniture  Traffic  Asso- 
ciation and  Rockford  Manufacturers'  and  Shippers'  Association; 
A.^.^ie2<2forFeoria  Association  of  Commerce;  and  /.  W.Preetorhu 
for  Walsh  Fire  Clay  Products  Company,  interveners. 

Repobt  or  THE  Commission. 
Meteb,  Commigstoner: 

The  issues  in  this  proceeding  were  made  the  subject  of  a  pro- 
posed report.  Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  and  interveners, 
and  oral  argument  has  been  had. 

Complainants  allege  that  the  class  rates,  governed  by  the  official 
classification,  from  all  points  in  Indiana  (except  points  grouped 
with  Chicago,  III.)  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  are  un- 
reasonable, unjustly  discriminatory,  and  unduly  prejudicial  as  com- 
pared  with  much  lower  class  rates,  governed  by  western  classifica- 
tion, applying  from  all  points  in  Illinois,  and  from  St,  Louis,  Mo., 
and  other  points  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi  River  in  Iowa 
and  Missouri,  to  the  same  destinations.  Stat«meiits  hereinafter  made 
with  respect  to  the  rates  from  Illinois  will  include  the  rat«s  trom 
the  Iowa  and  Missouri  points.  By  amendment,  allegations  similar 
to  the  above  are  made  with  respect  to  the  commodi^  rates  from  the 
Indiana  points  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis  on  agricultural  imple- 
ments; band,  bar,  boiler,  and  rod  iron  and  steel;  nails  and  wire; 
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new  furniture;  glass  fruit  jars;  paper  boxes;  and  matches,  which 
rates  are  based  on  the  combinations  via  Chicago  or  other  junctions, 
and  are  lower  than  the  class  rates  from  and  to  the  same  points.  Com- 
plainants have  named  as  defendants  all  the  principal  carriers  from 
the  Illinois  points  as  well  as  from  the  Indiana  points,  and  ask  that 
we  prescribe  a  reasonable  adjustment  which  will  afford  the  Indiana 
points  relatively  the  same  basis  of  rates  as  may  be  applied  from  the 
Illinois  points.  Several  organizations  representing  shippers  at  St. 
Louis  and  points  in  Illinois  intervened  in  opposition  to  the  relief 
sought.  They  strongly  oppose  any  increases  in  their  rates,  par- 
ticularly so  far  as  a  change  in  their  relationship  to  Chicago  is  con- 
cerned. The  present  adjustment  is  of  long  standing,  and  increases 
such  as  would  bo  necessaiy  to  bring  the  rates  from  the  Illinois  points 
up  to  a  level  of  those  from  the  Indiana  points  would  be  of  con- 
siderable consequence.  Rates  are  hereinafter  stated  in  amounts  per 
100  pounds. 

The  following  table,  taken  from  data  in  the  record,  sufficiently 
illustrates  the  difference  between  the  rates  from  Indiana  points  and 
those  from  St.  Louis,  Chicago,  and  Illinois  points.  First-class  rates 
for  comparable  distances  have  been  selected : 
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The  spread  between  the  rates  is  wider  than  it  would  have  been  but 
for  the  fact  that  in  recent  years  greater  general  increases  have  been 
made  in  the  rates  from  the  Indiana  points  than  in  those  from  the 
Illinois  points.  Prior  to  November  14, 1&14,  the  first-class  rate  from 
Indianapolis  to  St.  Paul  was  18  cents  higher  than  the  corresponding 
rate  from  St.  Louis.  Under  the  various  increases  in  rates  since  that 
date  this  difference  has  become  57  cents.  The  difference  between  the 
first-class  rates  from  Chicago  and  from  Indianapolis  has  during  this 
period  been  increased  from  21  cents  to  62  cents. 

The  fact  that  the  two  sets  of  rates  are  not  governed  by  the  same 

classification  is  the  cause  of  many  discriminations  that  would  not 

otherwise  exist.    The  joint  through  class  rates  from  Indiana  points 

to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis  are  a  reflection  of  joint  through  class 
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rates  that  were  first  publi^ed  from  eastern  trunk  line  territory  to 
meet  competition  via  rail-lake-and-r&il  and  via  differential  alt-rail 
lines  through  Canada.  Prior  to  January  1, 1900,  the  first-claas  rates, 
for  example,  from  trunk  line  territory  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis, 
were  made  on  the  basis  of  local  rates  to  Chicago,  plus  a  proportional 
rate  of  40  cents  beyond.  The  40-cent  factor,  which  was  20  cents 
Below  the  local  rate,  was  published  to  draw  to  the  Cbicago-St  Paul 
lines  traffic  that  might  otherwise  have  moved  from  the  east  in  con- 
nection with  the  competing  lines  referred  to.  On  account  of  this 
competition,  the  carriers  were  unable  to  change  the  ^tuation  from 
most  of  trunk  line  territory,  but  on  or  after  the  above  date  joint 
through  class  rates  from  Rochester  and  Syracuse,  N.  Y.,  and  points 
west  were  published  based  on  the  locals  to  Chicago  plus  50  cents  first 
class  beyond.  The  competition  from  trunk  line  territory  was  reflected 
to  some  extent  into  central  territory  and  rates  were  graded  westward 
on  the  group  basis  until  points  near  Chicago  were  reached  where  the 
influence  of  the  trunk  line  adjustment  having  spent  itself,  joint 
through  rates  were  constructed  practically  on  the  full  combination  on 
Chicago  or  Milwaukee. 

The  following  table  shows  the  extent  to  which  the  present  joint 
class  rates  from  Indiana  are  lower  than  the  combination  of  locals  to 
and  from  Chicago,  as  of  August  25,  1920,  plus  33i  per  cent  increase 
interterritorially  authorized  by  us  on  July  29, 1920 : 
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It  should  be  observed,  however,  that  although  the  through  rate 
from  Indianapolis  to  St.  Paul  is  17  cents  lesa  than  the  combination 
of  rates  to  and  from  Chicago,  it  is  only  1  cent  less  than  the  com- 
bination on  Danville;  that  the  through  rate  from  Terre  Haute  is 
14.0  cents  less  than  the  Chicago  combination,  but  5  cents  higher  than 
the  combination  on  Danville. 

Defendants  compare  the  rates  assailed  with  higher  rates  for 
approximately  equal  distances  from  Indiana  points  to  destinations 
w&it  of  the  Mississippi  Siver,  based  on  the  combinations  of  locals, 
and  with  higher  rates  to  points  south  of  the  Ohio  River  also  based 
on  the  combination  of  locals.    They  urge  that  the  rates  from  Chicago 
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to  St.  Paul  are  depressed,  having  been  inSuenced  originally  by  com- 
petition of  rail  lines  to  the  Mississippi  River  and  boat  lines  beyond,  as 
"well  as  competition  on  the  great  lakes  and  active  competition  of  rail 
lines;  that  the  low  level  of  the  Chicago-St.  Paul  rates  is  also  indicated 
by  the  fact  that  these  rates  also  apply  from  points  much  nearer  to 
St.  Paul,  including  East  Dubuque,  111.  Although  Chicago,  Peoria, 
and  St.  Louis  are  served  by  single  lines  operating  to  St  Paul,  except 
the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  by  its  control  of  the  Chicago, 
Terre  Haute  &  Southeastern,  and  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Gary, 
there  are  no  lines  reaching  St.  Paul  which  also  serve  Indiana,  and  a 
large  majority  if  not  all  of  the  traffic  from  Indiana  to  St.  Paul  moves 
through  Chicago.  Defendants  urge  that  the  movement  of  traffic 
through  Chicago,  more  especially  loss-than-carload  traffic,  involves 
handling  equal  to  that  of  two  terminal  services,  which  is  not  neces- 
sary on  traffic  moving  over  single  lines  from  Illinois  points. 
However,  it  is  stated  by  the  carriers,  though  denied  by  the  St.  Louis 
interveners,  that  a  large  portion  of  the  tonnage  moves  from  St. 
Louis  to  St.  Paul  over  lines  operating  via  Chicago.  The  carriers 
therefore  regard  the  combination  of  locals  from  Indiana  points  to 
St.  Paul  as  the  reasonable  basis;  and  assert  that  reductions  in  rates 
from  Indiana  to  St.  Paul  would  force  corresponding  reductions  from 
points  in  Ohio  and  Michigan,  and  that  reductions  to  destinations 
would  not  be  confined  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  but  would  ma- 
terially affect  rates  to  intermediate  points  in  Wisconsin. 

The  rates  from  the  principal  Illinois  points  are  the  same  as  or  only 
slightly  higher  than  from  Chicago.  The  Chicago  rate  group  extends 
as  far  south  as  Quincy,  Springfield,  and  Decatur,  and  thus  covers 
practically  the  whole  northern  half  of  the  state  where  many  of  the 
Urge  manufacturers  and  distributors  are  located.  South  of  the  Chi- 
cago group  is  the  St.  Louis  group,  which  is  accorded  rates  5  per  cent 
higher  than  those  from  Chicago.  Farther  south  is  the  Centralia 
group,  with  rates  26  per  cent  higher  than  the  Chicago  rates,  and  the 
Cairo  group  with  rates  32  per  cent  higher. 

From  Chicago,  Peoria,  and  St.  Louis  single  lines  operate  to  St. 
Paul.  There  are  lines  from  Peoria  that  do  not  serve  Chicago  and 
these  lines  make  from  Peoria  the  same  rates  as  apply  from  Chicago. 
Indirect  lines  from  Chicago  blanket  the  Chicago  rates  over  a  con- 
siderable territory.  The  direct  lines  from  St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul  fol- 
low the  Mississippi  River  practically  the  entire  distance,  but  there  are 
important  lines  which  can  participate  in  the  St.  Louis-St.  Paul  traffic 
only  through  Chicago,  and  these  lines  passing  through  Illinois,  carry- 
ing the  same  rates  as  the  direct  lines,  blanket  the  St.  Louis  rates  at 
intermediate  points  and  at  related  points, 
aai.ca 
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The  rates  from  the  St.  Louis  group  had  their  origin  largely  in 
water  competition  on  the  Mississippi  River  between  St.  Louis  and 
St  Paul.  The  business  of  St.  Louis  in  this  territory  is  largely 
one  of  jobbing.  The  primary  source  of  many  of  the  commodities 
handled  is  New  England  and  trunk  line  territories.  In  this  jobbing 
business  St.  Louis  meets  the  competition  of  Chicago,  and  the  carrien 
leading  from  St.  Louis  for  many  yeara  have  endsavored  to  make 
such  rates  from  St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul  territory  as  would  enable  St 
Louis  to  do  business  there  in  competition  with  Chicago. 

The  maintenance  of  the  close  relationship  to  Chicago  regardlea 
of  the  much  longer  hauls  results  in  comparatively  low  rates  from 
Illinois  points  to  St.  Paul,  particularly  from  those  in  the  Chicago 
and  St.  Louis  groups,  and  the  rates  from  Chicago  to  St  Paul  and 
Minneapolis  are  themselves  depressed. 

Manufacturers  and  distributors  in  Indiana  ship  to  St.  Paul  and 
Minneapolis  and  points  taking  the  same  rates  or  rates  basing  thereon 
in  competition  with  parties  located  in  Illinois.  Evidence  was  offered 
as  to  pianos,  washing  machines,  paper  boxes,  soap,  electrical  outfits, 
window  glass,  fruit  jars,  agricultural  implements,  automobiles,  iron 
pumps,  and  several  other  articles,  from  various  points.  Not  all 
articles  moving  at  class  rates  shipped  from  Indians  points  are 
shipped  from  Illinois  points.  Several  of  the  Indiana  shippers  testi- 
fied that  their  principal  competition  was  with  Chicago,  and  in  some 
cases  with  shippers  in  Ohio  and  Michigan.  St.  Lonis  iaterveners 
assert  that  their  competition  is  with  Chicago,  as  is  also  the  competi' 
tion  of  complainants,  and  that  the  increase  in  rates  from  St.  Louis 
and  other  points  in  Illinois  would  tend  to  exclude  these  points  from 
the  St.  Paul  market  and  would  be  of  no  benefit  to  complainants  in 
Indiana  who  would  still  be  obliged  to  meet  the  competition  of 
Chicago  and  points  in  the  Chicago  group. 

St.  Louis  and  Illinois  points  compete  with  Chicago,  and  it  is  not 
clear  why  they  should  have  rates  the  same  as  or  but  slightiy  higher 
than  those  from  Chicago,  while  Indiana  shippers  pay  almost  the  fall 
combination  of  locals  over  Chicago.  The  contention  of  St  Louis 
dealers  that  an  increase  in  rates  from  St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul  would 
exclude  them  from  that  market  indicates  perhaps  one  of  the  reasons 
why  they  do  not  feel  the  competition  of  Indiana  shippers  whose 
rates  are  materially  higher  and  tend  to  exclude  them  from  Um 
market. 

Several  plans  of  readjustment  are  suggested.  Complainants 
would  accept  as  reasonable  the  present  10-class  scale,  governed  by 
western  classification,  from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolia, 
and  for  the  longer  hauls  from  the  Indiana  and  Illinois  points  they 
would  grade  the  rates  upward  by  fixed  mileage  blocks,  using  the 
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same  upward  progression  for  both  Illinois  and  Indiana.  Defend- 
ants object  to  a  scale  prepared  by  complainants  on  the  basis  above 
indicated,  because  it  would  reduce  the  rates  on  low-grade  freight 
from  Indiana  points,  owing  to  the  use  of  classes  B,  G,  B,  and  E  of 
the  western  classification  in  lieu  of  sixth  class  of  the  official  classi- 
fication, and  also  because  it  would  disrupt  and  reduce  rates  to  Wis- 
consin points,  which  are  now  made  on  combination  via  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  or  other  west-bank  Lake  Michigan  ports. 

The  carriers  have,  submitted  a  plan  of  revision  which  they  contend 
should  be  put  into  effect  in  the  event  the  present  adjustment  is  found 
unlawful.  Their  plan  apparently  takes  no  account  of  water  com- 
petition between  St.  Louis  and  St.  Paul,  and  contemplates  rates  sub- 
stantially higher  than  those  at  present  in  effect  from  and  to  those 
points.  They  concede  that  in  many  cases  the  rates  from  Illinois 
points  are  unreasonably  low,  both  in  and  of  themselves  and  as  com- 
pared with  the  rates  from  Chicago.  Just  prior  to  the  hearing,  a 
committee  of  traffic  officials  of  the  carriers,  called  the  standing  rate 
committee,  was  detailed  to  work  out  some  plan  of  readjustment  that 
would  be  more  in  harmony  with  transportation  conditions.  Such  a 
plan  was  prepared  and  submitted  in  this  case.  It  is  based  on  the 
present  ratos  from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  aa  follows : 


Percentage   of   first 

dBM 100        83.3    86.6    43.4    83J    41.9    83.6    28.6    28.2    22.2 

Bate 101.5       84.6    67.5    44        S4        42.5    34        29        2SZ     22Ji 

These  rates  would  be  continued,  except  as  to  fourth  class.  It  will 
be  noted  that  the  fourth-class  rate  is  but  43.4  per  cent  of  the  first- 
class  rate.  This  is  much  lower  than  is  generally  found  to  be  the  case 
elsewhere,  except  in  western  trunk  line  territory.  Fourth-class  rates 
to  points  in  Wisconsin  are  also  relatively  lower  than  elsewhere,  be- 
cause they  are  closely  related  to  the  rates  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolia 
Fourth-class  rates  in  central  territory,  prescribed  in  C.  F.  A.  ClatB 
Scale  CaUy  45  I.  C.  C,  284,  are  50  per  cent  of  the  firsf^clasg  rates,  and 
when  this  scale,  as  increased  following  The  Fifteen  Per  Cent  C«j», 
45  I.  C.  C,  803,  and  under  general  order  No,  28  of  the  Director  Gen- 
era!  of  Railroads,  waa  extended  to  the  Illinois  district  after  the  deci- 
sion in  Illinois  Clasfification,,  65  I.  C.  C,  290,  it  forced  up  the  fourth- 
class  rates  from  Chicago  to  points  in  Wisconsin.  Later,  the  addition 
of  the  increases  authorized  in  Ex  Parte  74  created  departures  from 
the  long-and-short-haul  rule.  It  is  now  proposed  to  remedy  this  sit- 
uation by  making  the  fourth-class  rates  from  Chicago  50  per  cent  of 
the  first-class  rates,  or  51  cents.  With  this  change  the  rates  from 
Chicago  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  as  to  classes  below  first,  would 
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be  related  to  first  class  by  approximately  the  same  percentages  as 
apply  in  the  Illinois  district. 

Having  fixed  what  was  deemed  the  proper  scale  of  rates  for  Chi- 
cago, the  standing  rate  committee  decided  that  the  first-class  rate 
from  St.  Louis  and  group  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis  should  be  u 
much  higher  than  the  first-class  rate  from  Chicago  to  these  pointe  is 
the  first-class  rate  from  Chicago  to  the  Missouri  River  cities  is  higbet 
than  from  St.  Louis  to  the  same  points,  33,5  cents.  This  would  make 
the  rate  from  St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis  $1.35  first  clsaa. 
Rates  on  the  lower  classes  would  be  related  to  the  first-class  rate  ac- 
cording to  the  percentage  applied  in  connection  with  the  class  rata 
from  Chicago. 

At  present  there  is  no  group  between  St.  Louis  and  Chicago;  and 
the  proposal  of  the  standing  rate  committee  would  create  a  new 
group,  designated  the  Springfield  group.  The  first-class  rate  from 
the  Springfield  group  would  be  made  the  same  differential  over 
Chicago  as  is  the  Springfield-Missouri  River  rate  under  the  Chicago- 
Missouri  River  rate,  and  rates  for  the  lower  classes  would  be  made 
as  above  set  forth.  Appropriate  changes  would  be  made  in  Q» 
rates  from  and  to  related  points,  including  a  proper  relation  of 
rates  from  southern  Illinois  groups  to  the  rates  proposed  from  St 
Louis. 

The  $1.35  first-class  rate  proposed  from  St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul,  a 
distance  of  586  miles,  is  compared  with  $1.35  first  class  from  Chicago 
to  Kansas  City,  454  miles;  Chicago  to  Omaha,  488  miles;  Chicago 
to  Sioux  City,  510  miles;  St.  Louis  to  Sioux  City,  608  miles;  Omaha 
to  St  Paul,  346  miles ;  and  Omaha  to  Duluth,  497  miles;  and  the  first- 
class  rate  of  $1.44  from  Kansas  City  to  St.  Paul,  a  distance  of  485 
miles. 

The  St.  Louis  interveners,  however,  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  although  the  proposed  first-class  rates  are  the  same,  the  per- 
centage relation  of  the  other  classes  to  first  class  is  higher  in  ti» 
proposed  scale  from  St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul  than  in  the  scales  referred 
to,  more  particularly  third  and  fourth  classes.  For  example,  tfaa 
proposed  third  and  fourth  class  rates  are  90  cents  and  67.5  cents, 
respectively,  and  the  corresponding  rates  from  Chicago  to  Tt"%nfliB 
City  are  76.5  and  54  cents,  respectively.  These  rates  apply,  how- 
ever, over  shorter  distances,  and  in  some  instances  materially  shorter. 

Commodity  rates  would  be  treated  in  substantially  the  same 
manner  as  class  rates.  The  standing  rate  committee  would  restrict 
the  ^ze  of  the  Chicago  group  so  that  it  would  not  reach  farther  soutti 
than  Streator,  Pekin,  and  Peoria,  III.,  and  Burlington,  Iowa. 

In  further  support  of  the  readjustment  recommended  by  the 
standing  rate  committee  it  is  shown  that  the  short-line  distances 
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from  10  representative  points  in  the  Chicago,  Springfield,  and  St. 
Louis  groups  to  St.  Paul  are  as  follows: 
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The  average  distance  from  the  Springfield  group  to  St  Paul  is 
124  per  cent  of  that  from  the  Chicago  group,  and  from  the  St  Louis 
group  to  St  Paul,  138  per  cent  of  that  from  the  Chicago  group. 
Using  the  first-class  rates  for  comparison,  it  is  found  that  the  pro- 
posed rate  of  $1,185  from  the  Springfield  group  to  St.  Paul  is  116 
per  cent  of  the  Chicago  rate  and  that  the  proposed  rate  of  $1.85 
from  St  Louis  to  St.  Paul  is  133  per  cent  of  the  Chicago-St.  Paul 
rate. 

The  Quincy  Freight  Bureau,  of  Quincy,  111.,  an  intervener,  urges 
that  Quincy  is  but  little  farther  from  St  Paul  than  is  Peoria,  and 
that  its  location  entitles  it  to  be  placed  in  the  Chicago  group,  as  it 
has  been  for  many  years,  rather  than  in  the  higher-rated  Springfield 
group  as  proposed  by  the  defendants.  The  short-line  distance  from 
Quincy  to  St  Paul  is  438  miles  and  that  from  Keokuk,  Iowa,  also 
within  the  same  proposed  group,  416  miles.  The  distance  from 
Chicago  is  898  miles  and  from  Peoria  421  miles.  The  Chicago 
group  rates  apply,  however,  from  points  much  nearer  to  St.  Paul 
than  Peoria  or  Chicago,  for  example.  East  Dubuque,  111.,  256  miles, 
and  Clinton,  Iowa,  S26  miles. 

One  member  of  the  standing  rate  committee,  representing  the 
Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy,  was  of  the  opinion  tiiat,  conddering 
the  difference  in  distance,  the  rates  from  St  Louis  as  a  "temporary 
expedient"  should  be  about  20  per  cent  rather  than  83^  per  cent 
higher  than  the  rates  from  Chicago,  and  in  support  of  his  position 
refers  to  the  scales  prescribed  in  The  Mianouri  River- ffehraaka 
Cases,  40  I.  C.  C,  201;  C.  F.  A.  Class  Scale  Case,  supra;  and  Sfem^ 
phiS'Sonthweatem  Investigation,  55  I.  C  C,  6X6,  where  for  the  coin 
responding  difference  in  distance  rates  are  about  20  per  cent  higher. 
However,  these  scales,  like  the  standing  rate  committee's  plan,  were 
designed  to  meet  the  respective  situations  in  the  cases  named,  and 
are  not  necessarily  to  be  taken  as  precedents  in  this  case.    Moreover, 
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it  should  be  remembered  that  the  rates  from  Chicftgo  had  thdr  ori^ 
in  water  competition,  and  it  might  be  said  that  if  St  Louis  is  to 
use  those  rates  as  a  basis  for  its  rates  it  should  compute  its  distance 
via  Chicago  rather  than  via  the  more  direct  rout«a. 

Reference  is  made  to  Indianapolis  Freight  Bureau  v.  C,  C,  C.  <fi 
St.  L.  Ry.  Co.,  16  I.  C.  C,  277,  wherein  we  found  in  1909  that  rela- 
tively higher  class  and  commodity  rates  from  Indianapolis  than 
from  St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul  and  related  points  were  justified.  The 
conclusion  in  that  case  was  based  largely  on  the  existence  of  actual 
or  potential  competition  on  the  Mississippi  River  and  the  fact  that 
the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  Railroad  for  its  own  purposes 
accorded  St.  Louis  an  adjustment  of  rates  only  slightly  above  those 
from  Chicago  and  was  not  responsible  for  the  higher  rates  from 
Indianapolis.  Since  then  circumstances  have  changed.  Water 
competition  on  the  Mississippi  River  north  of  St.  Louis  is  no  longer 
recognized  as  a  controlling  force  but  is  little  more  than  potential. 
Moreover  the  difference  in  rates  in  favor  of  Illinois  points  has  been 
greatly  increased  over  that  in  effect  at  that  time.  Incidentally,  the 
Chicago,  Burlington  &.  Quincy  and  other  carriers  now  concede  that 
their  rates  from  St.  Louis  are  too  low,  being  less  than  for  equal  dis- 
tances in  central  territory,  where  transportation  conditions  are  more 
favorable. 
In  Illijioia  Classificaiion,  aupra,  at  page  290,  we  said: 
The  coDBenauH  of  view  donbtlesa  is,  and  we  believe  UiIb  to  be  correct,  that 
the  territory  In  the  two  states  (IlUnola  and  Indiana)  la  eBsentUUy  similar  In 
character  and  that  the  iDdiUDa-IUlDOis  line  does  not  divide  diverse  transpw- 
tatlon  conditions. 

The  record  in  this  case  does  not  show  such  substantial  difference 
in  transportation  conditions  as  to  warrant  a  finding  that  rates  from 
Illinois  points  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis  should  be  on  a  basis  lower 
than  rates  from  Indiana. 

The  undue  prejudice  herein  found  to  exist  can  well  be  removed  is 
■part  by  the  adoption  of  the  plan  suggested  by  the  standing  rate 
committee,  except  that  it  might  be  desirable  at  the  same  time  to 
make  not  only  the  fourth-class  rates  but  all  the  class  rates  from  the 
Illinois  points  the  same  percentages  of  first  class  as  now  apply  within 
the  Illinois  district.  This  would  bring  the  relationships  more  nearly 
into  line  with  those  tentatively  suggested  for  general  application  in 
the  ContoUdated  Classification  Case,  54  I.  C.  C,  1,  11.  It  could  be 
done  without  making  any  serious  or  radical  changes  in  the  rates 
themselves,  and  would  be  a  step  toward  greater  simplicity  and 
uniformity. 

The  defendants'  proposals  include  changes  in  rates  to  Duluth 
and  to  destinations  in  intermediate  and  related  territory.    Some 
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ireadjustment  of  rates  to  such  points  will  be  necessary,  but  we  are 
not  prepared  on  this  record  under  issues  not  directly  including  such 
points  to  either  approve  or  disapprove  such  adjustments. 

It  is  not  understood  that  the  differentials  used  by  the  standing 
rate  committee  in  arriving  at  the  rates  from  St.  Louis  and  Spring- 
field are  to  be  fixed  differentials,  or  that  they  shall  at  all  times 
be  the  same  as  those  from  which  they  were  derived. 

A  change  in  the  rates  from  St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul  would  result  in 
a  corresponding  change  in  rates  to  points  on  the  Northern  Pacific 
and  Great  Korthem  as  far  west  as  Montana,  rates  to  these  points 
being  made  on  the  St.  Paul  combination.  If  rates  from  Indian- 
apolis to  St  Paul  were  made  the  same  as  from  St.  Louis,  rates  to 
points  in  North  Dakota  and  Montana  would  also  be  the  same  from 
both  points,  although  the  distance  from  St.  Louis  is  in  some  in- 
stances less.  The  difference  in  distance  from  Chicago  and  St.  Louis 
to  St.  Paul  is  177  miles;  to  Oakes,  N.  Dak.,  96  miles,  and  to  Billings, 
Mont.,  the  distance  from  Chicago  is  greater  than  from  St.  Louia 
Situations  such  as  this  may  require  adjustment  but  constitute  no 
reason  why  a  proper  relationship  should  not  be  provided  to  St 
Paul 

On  some  articles,  of  which  coffee  may  be  taken  as  illustrative,  rates 
from  New  Orleans  to  Chicago  are  but  2.5  cents  higher  than  to  St. 
Louis,  and  on  the  class  basis  rates  from  St  Louis  to  St.  Paul  would 
be  higher  than  the  rates  from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul  by  a  con- 
siderably greater  amount  Some  readjustment  will  apparently  be 
necessary  in  order  that  undue  prejudice  to  St.  Louis  may  not  result 

The  adoption  of  the  standing  rate  committee's  plan  would  still 
leave  the  rates  from  the  Illinois  points  relatively  lower  than  from 
the  Indiana  points.  The  first-class  rate  from  St.  Louis  would  be 
$1.35.  No  points  in  Indiana,  except  a  few  near  Chicago,  have  rates 
as  low  as  this.  St  Louis  is  about  170  miles  farther  frtnn  St.  Paul 
and  Minneapolis  than  the  average  points  in  the  Chicago  group,  and 
would  pay  only  33.5  cents  first  class  higher  than  Chicago.  Indian- 
apolis, but  little  farther  distant,  would  pay  62  cents  higher.  A 
haul  from  Indiana  involves  two  or  more  carriers,  while  from  St 
Louis  and  many  points  in  Illinois  one-line  routes  are  available;  but 
this  does  not  appear  to  be  a  valid  reason  for  the  difference  in  the 
rates  for  the  comparatively  long  distances  involved  in  this  case. 
The  rates  suggested  by  the  standing  rate  committee  from  the  Illinois 
points  are  as  high  as  they  may  properly  be,  without  resulting  in 
undue  prejudice  to  St  Louis  and  preference  of  Chicago  and  other 
points;  and  therefore  in  order  to  bring  about  a  substantial  equality 
as  between  Indiana  points  and  Illinois  points,  some  reductions  from 
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the  Indiana  points  are  necessary.  Tb«  fact  that  the  rates  from 
the  Indiana  points  are  only  slightly  less  than  the  combinations  of 
locals,  and  the  fact  that  they  exceed  the  rates  proposed  by  the  de- 
fendants from  the  lUinois  points  by  the  substantial  amounts  shown 
indicate  the  impropriety  of  the  adjustment.  The  record  is  convinc- 
ing that  the  rates  on  the  first  five  closes  and  on  the  commodities  in 
issue  are  and  for  the  future  will  be  unreasonable  and  unduly  preju- 
dicial to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  or  may  exceed  the  rates  con- 
temporaneously in  effect  on  the  same  classes  and  commodities  from 
the  Illinois  points  and  west-bank  Mississippi  Kiver  points  in  Iowa 
and  Missouri  for  approximatdy  equal  distances;  and  that  Indiana, 
like  Illinois,  should  be  divided  into  about  five  zones  or  groups. 
The  details  of  this  adjustment  will  be  left  in  the  first  instance  to 
defendants. 

The  record  does  not  warrant  the  prescribing  of  the  official  classi- 
fication in  connection  with  rates  from  Illinois  points  or  western  classi- 
fication in  connection  with  rates  from  Indiana,  as  sought  by  com- 
plainants. Where  differences  exist  which  are  of  substantial  detri- 
ment to  Indiana  shippers,  they  should  be  removed  by  exceptions  to 
the  classification,  by  making  uniform  the  classification  ratings  or  by 
the  establishment  of  commodity  rates.  The  carriers  should  continue 
the  work  of  making  uniform  the  ratings  in  the  several  classifications 
as  rapidly  as  practicable,  particularly  so  far  as  the  higher  classee 
are  concerned. 

The  defendants  will  be  expected  to  establish  rates  and  exceptions 
to  the  official  classification  in  conformity  with  the  conclusions  above 
stated,  on  or  before  July  1, 1922.  The  record  will  be  held  open  for 
the  entry  of  such  orders  as  may  be  necessary  if  this  be  not  done. 

CoMHissioNEBS  Haix,  AproHiBON,  Eabtican,  and  Potter  dissent. 
CoHHissioNXR  Lewis  did  not  participate  in  the  dispositicm  of 

this  case. 
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RatM  on  glH88  fruit  Jars,  fmlt-Jar  tops,  and  JeUy  glasses  from  MuD<?le,  Ind., 
to  points  In  WlscoDBlu  and  Minnesota  found  to  be  unduly  prejudicial  to 
Honcle  and  preferential  of  Hlllsboro,  111.  Basis  for  the  eatabllaliineDt  of 
nonprejudicial  ratea  prescribed  for  the  future. 

Warner  <£  Warner,  Arthur  W.  Brady,  and  R.  B.  CoapsUck  for 
complBinant. 
D.  P.  ConTull  for  defendants. 
B.  W.  Ropiquet  and  A.  J.  Ronan  for  intervener. 

REfOBT  OF  THE  CoMMIBBIOK. 

DrviBioN  1,  CoimissiGNZRa  McChobd,  Meter,  Attohison,  and  Lewis. 
Meteb,  Commissioner: 

This  case  v&s  made  the  subject  of  a  proposed  report  which  was 
served  upon  the  parties.    Exceptions  were  filed  bj  the  complainant. 

The  complainant  is  a  manufacturer  of  fruit  jars,  fruit-jar  tops, 
and  jelly  glasses  at  Muncie,  Ind.  By  complaint  filed  October  13, 
1919,  it  is  alleged  that  the  rates  on  the  articles  mentioned,  in  carloads, 
from  Muncie  to  numerous  points  in  the  states  of  Wisconsin  and 
Minnesota  are  unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial,  to  the  preference 
and  advantage  of  Hillsboro,  III.,  at  which  point  a  competing  manu- 
facturer is  located.  The  Commission  is  asked  to  prescribe  reasonable 
and  nonprejudicial  rates  for  the  future.  Rates  are  stated  herein  in 
cents  per  100  pounds  an^  are  those  in  effect  prior  to  the  general 
increases  authorized  by  us  on  July  29,  1920.  The  same  rates  apply 
on  each  of  the  articles  above  mentioned,  and  only  the  fruit-jar  rates 
will  be  referred  to. 

The  Schramm  Glass  Manufacturing  Company,  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  of  fruit  jars  at  Hillsboro,  intervened  at  the  hearing. 

While  unreasonableness  is  alleged,  that  allegation  is  not  stressed, 
it  being  stated  for  the  complainant  that  the  real  basis  of  the  com- 
plaint is  the  alleged  improper  relationship  between  the  rates  from 
Muncie  and  from  Hillsboro.    Fruit  jars,  in  carloads,  are  rated  fifth 
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class,  minimum  30,000  pounds,  in  official,  southern,  and  western  ter- 
ritories. The  following  table  shows  the  present  rates  on  fruit  jars, 
the  fifdi-class  rates,  and  the  distances  from  Munde  and  Hillboro  to 
representatire  points  in  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota: 
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The  rates  shown  to  Milwaukee  and  Madison  from  Hillsboro  are 
the  fifth-class  rates  based  on  the  zone-A  scale  prescribed  by  us  in 
C.  F.  A.  Class  8c<de  Cat*,  45  I.  C.  C,  264,  made  effective  February 
16, 1920,  to  those  points  as  well  as  to  a  number  of  others  in  southern 
Wisconsin  and  northern  Illinois,  in  lieu  of  the  previous  commodity 
rates,  following  the  recommendation  in  IlUnoia  Glassificationj  66  I. 
C.  C,  290. 

The  complainant  relies  in  large  measure  on  a  comparison  of  the 
rates  from  Muncie  and  Hillsboro.  It  will  be  noticed  that  while  the 
distances  from  those  points  are  not  materially  different,  the  Muncie 
distances  being  actually  lower  in  a  few  instances,  the  fruit-jar  rates 
from  Muncie  are  greater  than  from  Hillsboro  in  every  case  except 
to  Milwaukee,  the  maximum  excess  being  14  cents.  It  was  testified 
for  complainant  that  in  order  to  successfully  compete  with  the  manu- 
facturer  at  Hillsboro  it  bases  its  delivered  prices  at  points  in  Wis- 
consin and  Michigan  on  the  Hillsboro  rates  and  absorbs  the  differ- 
ences between  those  rates  and  the  Muncie  rates.  The  complainant 
showed  that  on  220  cars  of  fruit  jars  moving  from  Muncie  to  28 
points  in  WisconEdn  during  the  year  1919,  the  average  weight  of 
which  was  81,890  pounds,  the  ton-mile  earnings  ranged  from  11.4 
mills  to  23  mills,  and  the  car-mile  earnings  from  19.2  cents  to  36.9 
cents;  and  that  if  these  same  shipments  had  moved  from  Hillsboro, 
the  ton-mile  earnings  would  have  ranged  from  6.5  mills  to  12.7  mills 
and  the  car-mile  earnings  from  1S.3  cents  to  20.9  cents.    A  similar 
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showing  with  reference  to  819  cars  of  fruit  jars  to  25  Minnesota 
destinations  in  1919  indicates  an  average  car  loading  of  32,628 
pounds,  earnings  from  Muncie  ranging  from  12.1  milts  to  15.7  mills 
per  ton-mile,  and  from  18.6  cents  to  25.6  cents  per  car-mile;  and 
from  Hillsboro,  ranging  from  8  mills  to  12.4  mills  per  ton-mile, 
and  from  18.1  cents  to  20.5  cents  per  car-mile. 

The  complainant  referred  to  our  statement  in  IUinoi$  Clattifiea- 
tion,  supra,  page  801,  that : 

■    ■    *    the  coiuensai  M  view  donbtlesB  ts,  and  we  believe  this  to  be  correct, 
that  the  territory  In  the  two  states  (lUluoIa  and  Indiana]  is  essentially  Blinilar 
In  lAaracter  and  that  the  IndlaBa-IlUnoii  Una  does  not  divide  diverse  trans- 
portatliM)  conditions, 
and  also  to  the  following  statement  on  page  307  of  the  same  report: 

Froit  Jare  move  on  commodity  ratea  applicable  to  tfasa  battles  In  the  IlUnola 
district  As  stated  above,  it  is  proposed  to  cancel  the  commodity  rates  on  ^aas 
bottlCH.  Aa  a  resnlt  frnit  Jan  wonld  be  changed  to  the  basis  of  fifth  class 
nnder  the  DIsqae  scale  governed  by  the  oDdal  dasslScatlon.  The  principal 
manufacturer  in  Indiana,  located  at  Mande,  shows  that  the  present  rates  In 
the  Illinois  district  give  nndne  preference  to  a  competitor  located  at  Hills- 
bora,  ni. 

It  is  recommended  that  the  discrimination  between  these  points  be  removed. 

It  is  the  contention  of  the  complainant  that  the  fruit-jar  rates  from 
Muncie  and  Hillsboro  should  be  placed  upon  the  same  basis,  distance 
considered,  and  that  apparent!;  this  should  be  accomplished  by  re- 
ductions of  the  Muncie  rates  and  increases  of  the  Hillsboro  rates. 

The  defendants  made  no  attempt  to  justify  the  present  disparity 
between  the  rates  on  fruit  jars  from  Muncie  and  Hillsboro  to  the 
points  in  question.  They  contend  that  the  present  rates  from  Mun- 
cie are  not  unreasonably  high,  but  concede  that  the  Hillsboro  rates 
are  unduly  low  and  in  need  of  revision  upward. 

The  fruit-jar  rates  from  Muncie  to  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin, 
except  points  in  southern  Wisconsin,  are,  generally  speaking,  based 
on  the  lowest  combination  on  either  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  or  Hoopes- 
ton,  HI.,  of  which  the  components  up  to  the  gateways  are  the  fifth- 
class  rates  based  on  the  zone- A  scale  prescribed  in  C.  F.  A,  Clan 
Scale  Case,  tupra.  The  fruit-jar  rates  from  Washington,  Pa.,  the 
only  other  producing  point  in  central  territory,  are  made  on  the 
same  basis- 
Following  our  decisions  in  The  Five  Per  Cent  Case,  SI  I.  C.  C, 
361 ;  82  I.  C.  C,  825,  and  The  Fifteen  Per  cent  Case,  46  L  C.  C,  808, 
and  the  readjustment  under  the  0.  F.  A.  Cla*s  Scale  Case,  tupra,  the 
factors  from  Muncie  to  the  gateways  were  increased,  and  this  resulted 
in  corresponding  increases  in  the  through  rates  from  Muncie  made 
upon  the  combination  basis.  Similar  increases  in  connection  with  the 
rates  from  HiUsboto  to  the  states  mentioned  were  not  autborized, 
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and  therefore  the  increases  in  the  rates  from  Muncie  resulted  in 
differences  between  the  rates  from  Muncie  and  Hillsboro  materially 
in  excess  of  those  which  had  theretofore  existed. 

There  is  a  large  fruit-jar  movement  in  central  territory  to  which, 
the  full  fifth-class  rates  generally  apply.  It  also  appears  that  fruit 
jars  load  only  slightly  in  excess  of  the  classification  minimum  of 
30,000  pounds  and  in  view  of  this  fact  the  carriers  assert  that  they 
might  with  propriety  apply  the  fifth-class  rates  to  fruit  jars  from 
Muncie  to  the  territory  in  question.  They  therefore  contend  that 
to  the  extent  the  fruit-jar  rates  from  Muncie  are  less  than  the  fifth- 
class  rates,  the  present  rates  are  below  what  the  carriers  might  rea- 
sonably charge  for  the  serrice.  The  defendants  also  cited  a  number 
of  heavy  commodities,  such  as  fence  wire,  forgings,  and  nails,  upon 
which  the  fifth-class  rates  apply  from  central  teiritory  to  Wisconsin 
and  Minnesota,  and  show  that  both  by  reason  of  the  higher  rates 
and  heavier  loading,  the  earnings  thereon  would  be  materially  greater 
than  on  fruit  jars. 

While,  as  above  indicated,  the  carriers  assert  that  the  present  com- 
modity rates  on  fruit  jars  and  even  fifth-class  rates  from  Hillsboro 
to  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota  are  too  low,  they  contend  that  some 
difference  in  the  rates  from  those  points  is  justified  by  the  fact 
that  they  are  located  in  different  territories,  the  rates  from  which 
are  made  on  different  bases.  Hillsboro  is  located  in  St  Louis,  Mo., 
territory,  and  it  is  explained  that  lines  operating  from  St.  Louis 
to  St.  Paul  and  Duluth  pass  through  Hillsboro  and  the  rates  from 
that  point  may  not  exceed  the  St.  Ix>uis  rates.  As  a  result  of  com- 
petition between  the  gateways,  the  usual  basis  from  St.  Louis  to 
St.  Paul  is  105  per  cent  of  the  Chicago-St.  Paul  rates,  and  in 
making  rates  from  St.  Louis  to  points  intermediate  to  St.  Paul  and 
Duluth,  the  rates  to  those  points  are  observed  as  maxima,  the  rates 
to  points  beyond  being  based  on  the  combinations  using  the  fifth- 
class  rates  beyond  St.  Paul  and  Duluth.  It  is  also  stated  that  traffic 
from  St.  Louis  to  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota  moves  over  lines  with 
light  grades  and  heavy  traffic  density,  and  does  not  necessarily  pass 
through  the  expensive  terminals  at  Chicago,  as  does  traffic  from 
Muncie  to  the  same  destinations;  and  further  that  the  rates  from 
St.  Louis  to  St.  Paul  were  influenced  by  water  competition  on  the 
Mississippi  River,  although  it  is  conceded  that  at  the  present  time 
such  competition  is  largely,  if  not  entirely,  potential  only.  There 
are  no  fruit-jar  manufacturers  located  at  St.  Louis,  but  the  de- 
fendants stated  that  the  commodity  rates  on  fruit  jars  are  the  same 
as  on  glass  bottles  which  are  manufactured  at  St  Louis,  and  which 
load  considerably  heavier  than  fruit  jars. 
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The  defeDdants  compared  the  fruit-jar  rates  and  the  fifth-class 
rates  from  Hillsboro  to  Wisconsiii  and  Mmnesota  with  the  fifth-class 
rates  that  would  apply  for  similar  distances  baaed  oa  the  zone-A 
scale  prescribed  in  G.  F.  A.  Clata  Sodle  Case,  supra,  which,  the;  state, 
are  upon  a  much  lower  basis  than  usually  applies  west  and  northwest 
of  Chicago.  The  fifth-class  rates  under  such  scale,  generally  speak- 
ing, would  he  somewhat  higher  than  the  fifth-class  rates  from  Hills- 
boro, the  excess  being  2.5  cents  in  the  case  of  St.  Paul,  and  materially 
higher  than  the  commodity  rates.  In  this  connection  defendants  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  application  of  the  Gfth-class  rates  on 
fruit  jars  from  Hillsboro  to  points  in  northern  Illinois  and  southern 
Wisconsin,  following  the  Commission's  decision  in  lUinoit  Classifi- 
caMon,  supra,  results  in  rates  to  Madison  and  Milwaukee  of  23.5 
cents,  one-half  cent  higher  than  the  conmiodity  rate  for  the  much 
longer  haul  to  St.  Paul.  The  defendants  also  compared  the  rates 
on  fruit  jars  from  Hillsboro  to  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota  with  the 
fifth-class  rates  applicable  to  fruit  jars  from  Hillsboro  to  points  in 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  Iowa  for  distances  of  from  335  miles 
to  589  miles,  which  rates  range  from  27.5  cents  to  64  cents. 

The  interreners  introduced  no  evidence  but  contend  that  the  pres- 
ent differences  between  the  rates  from  Muncie  and  Hillsboro  are  jus- 
tified by  the  difference  in  circumstances  and  conditions  affecting  the 
making  of  rates  from  those  points,  respectively,  and  from  the  terri- 
tories in  which  they  are  located. 

From  a  consideration  of  the  whole  record,  we  are  of  opinion  and 
find  that  the  rates  on  glass  fruit  jars  from  Muncie,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Wisconsin  and  Minnesota,  set  forth  in  the  complaint,  are  and  for  the 
future  will  be  unduly  prejudicial  to  Muncie  and  unduly  preferential 
of  Hillaboro. 

The  rates  from  both  Hillsboro  and  Muncie  are  grouped  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,  and  while  the  disadvantage  to  complainant  is  in 
some  instances  7.5  cents  or  even  less,  in  others  it  is  14  cents  and  in 
a  few  instances  even  greater,  and  this  is  regardless  of  whether  the 
difference  in  distance  is  in  favor  of  Muncie  or  Hillsboro.  To  some 
points  in  Minnesota  south  of  St.  Paul,  the  difference  in  distance  in 
favor  of  Hillsboro  is  somewhat  greater  than  to  points  in  Wisconsin 
or  to  St.  Paul.  Taking  all  points  into  consideration  the  average 
distances  from  the  two  points  are  not  widely  different. 

In  Indiana  PiAlio  Service  Com/mission  v.  A.,  T,  <&  S.  F.  Ry.  Co., 
66  L  C.  C,  612,  we  found  class  rates,  as  well  as  rates  on  glass  fruit 
jars  from  points  in  Indiana,  including  Muncie  to  St.  Paul,  un- 
reasonable and  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  or 
may  exceed  rates  contemporaneously  in  effect  from  Illinois  points, 
including  Hillsboro,  for  approximately  equal  distances.    Complianoe 
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with  our  findings  in  that  case  will  remove  the  undue  prejudice  with 
respect  to  St.  Paul.  Kates  to  other  points  of  destination  in  Uub 
complaint  are  made  with  some  relation  to  the  rates  to  St.  Paul.  The 
defendants  will  be  expected  to  readjust  the  rates  on  glass  fruit  jan 
from  Muncie  and  Hillsboro  to  points  other  than  St.  Paul  in  line 
with  and  under  the  principles  announced  with  respect  to  rates  to  that 
point  in  the  case  referred  to  on  or  before  July  1, 1922. 

The  record  will  be  held  open  for  the  entry  of  such  order  as  nuj 
be  necessary  if  the  rates  are  not  properly  readjusted  within  ttw 
time  specified. 

eeLCa 
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No.  11287.* 

TRAFFIC  BUREAU  OF  NASHVTI.LE  ET  AL. 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  LOUISVILLE  &  NASH- 
VILLE  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  July  8,  1921.    Decided  February  18,  ISet. 


X.  Rates  od  coal,  in  carloads,  from  TeonesBee  mines  eefred  by  the  T«messee 
Central  to  NashTUle,  Tenn.,  In  effect  from  June  25,  1918,  to  October  28, 
1010,  Incluslre,  and  from  western  Kentucky  mines  served  by  Uie  Louis- 
ville &  NaBhTUle  In  effect  from  June  25.  191S,  to  November  6,  1919, 
tncluslve,  found  unreasonable  to  tbe  extent  that  they  exceeded  the  eub- 
seqnently  established  rate  of  ¥1.20  per  net  ton.    It^panitlon  awarded. 

2.  Bates  OD  coel.  In  carloads,  from  western  Kentncky  mines  served  by  tbe 
Louisville  ft  MashTllIe  to  Clarksvllle  In  effect  from  June  25,  1918,  to 
Oct<^>er  9,  1919,  IncluslTe,  fonnd  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they 
exceeded  a  rate  of  $1.20  per  net  ton. 

T.  M.  Henderson  and  Perkins  Baxter  for  complainants. 

Alex.  M.  Bullf  Edward  D.  Mohr,  and  D,  Lynch  Yowiger  for  Direc- 
tor General. 

Edward  D.  Mohr  for  Louisville  4  Nashville  Railroad  Company. 

D.  Lynch  Totmger,  far  Tennessee  Central  Railroad  Company. 

Perkins  Boater  for  Davidson  county,  Tenn.,  intervener. 
Report  op  the  Commission- 
Division  4,  Commissioners  Meter,  Daniels,  Eastman,  and  Potter. 
Meter,  Commisnoner: 

The  issues  here  presented  were  made  the  subject  of  a  proposed 
report  by.  the  examiner.  Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainants, 
and  the  parties  were  heard  in  oral  argument  Upon  consideration 
of  the  record  we  have  reached  conclusions  differing  in  part  from 
those  su|^;e6ted  by  the  examiner. 

The  Traffic  Bureau  of  Nashville,  a  voluntary  association  of  in- 
dividuals, firms,  and  corporations,  doing  business  in  Nashville,  Tenn., 

>  Tbla  report  also  embracea  No.  11BS3,  Cltr  of  Clarksrllle,  Tenn.,  tt  al.  v.  Director  Oen- 
wal,  aa  Agnt,  LodIitUIc  A  Nuhrllle  RatlnMd  Canipan},  et  al. :  No.  IlBe2,  Walter  Cain. 
Special  Auditor  of  tbe  State  of  Tenaemee.  c.  Director  Oeaeral.  as  Acent,  Laulivltle  k 
NsibTllle  Railroad  Compaar.  et  al. :  aad  No.  1IE62  (Suti-No.  1),  Railroad  and  I'ublle 
ntlUtl«a  CommlaaloB  of  tbe  State  ot  TenneMee  n.  Director  Oeaeral,  aa  AftDt. 
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brings  its  complaint  in  behalf  of  named  receivera  of  cool,  at  thtt 
place,  including  the  citj  of  NashTille.  Complaint  is  also  brought 
by  Walter  Cain,  special  auditor  in  behalf  of  the  state  of  Tennesee; 
the  Saih-oad  and  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Tennessee  in  behalf 
of  the  Mecklenburg  Real  Estate  Company,  a  Tennessee  corporation 
having  its  principal  place  of  business  in  Nashville ;  and  the  city  of 
Clarksville,  Tenn.,  in  its  own  behalf  and  in  behalf  of  named  pur- 
chasers of  coal  at  Clarksville.  At  the  hearing,  the  county  of  David- 
son, Tenn.,  intervened  as  complainant  in  Docket  No.  11562.  These 
complaints  were  consolidated  at  the  bearing,  and  will  be  disposed  of 
in  one  report.  Nashville  is  in  Davidson  county,  and  the  Nashville 
rat«  applies  to  points  in  that  county.  Hates  are  stated  in  amounts 
per  net  ton,  and  apply  oo  coal,  in  carloads. 

These  complaints  seasonably  filed  bring  in  question  the  rate  of 
11.80  to  Nashville  from  Tennessee  mines  served  by  the  Tennessee 
Central  Bailroad,  in  effect  from  June  2S,  1918,  to  October  28,  1919, 
inclusive,  and  the  $1.20  rate  in  effect  between  the  same  points  from 
October  29,  1919,  to  the  end  of  federal  control.  They  also  attack 
the  $1.30  rate  from  Louisville  A  Nashville  western  Kentucky  mines 
to  Nashville,  in  effect  from  June  25,  1918,  to  November  6,  1919,  in- 
clusive, and  the  $1.20  rate  in  effect  between  the  same  points  from 
November  7,  1919,  to  August  26,  1920,  inclusive.  These  rates  are 
alleged  to  have  been  unreasonable,  unduly  prejudicial  to  Nashville, 
and  violative  of  section  10  of  the  federal  control  act  and  of  general 
order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Bailroads.  ScHae  of  .the 
complaints  allege  that  the  rate  that  should  have  been  in  effect  to 
Nashville  from  these  points  of  origin  during  the  entire  period  from 
June  26, 1918,  was  $1.16;  all  of  them  ask  reparation.  Complainants 
do  not  attack  the  increases  under  Increased  Rates,  19&},  68  I.  C.  C, 
220,  but  ask  us  to  fix  reasonable  rates  for  the  future.  Complainants' 
main  contention  is  that  erroneous  application  of  general  order  No. 
28  produced  rates  relatively  and  per  se  unreasonable,  and  unduly 
prejudicial  to  Nashville. 

Rates  to  Nashville  from  the  Louisville  &,  Nashville  western  Ken- 
tucky mines  were  before  us  in  Traffic  Bureau  of  NaahvUle,  Tenn.  v, 
L.  c6  N.  R.  B.  Co.,  28  I.  C.  C,  638;  43  I.  C.  C,  366;  and  68  L  C.  C, 
S7.  As  a  result  of  the  findings  therein,  and  the  increases  permitted 
in  The  Fifteen  Per  Cent  Cage,  45  I.  C.  C,  303,  certain  differences  ex- 
isted June  24,  1918,  in  the  rates  on  coal  from  various  points  of 
origin  to  Nashville.  These  differences  were  not  differentials,  bat 
reflected,  as  modified  by  voluntary  actions  of  the  carriers,  commercial 
and  carrier  competition  at  Nashville.  The  rates  to  Nashville  in 
effect  June  24,  1918,  were  90  cents  from  the  Louisville  &  Nashville 
western  Kentucky  mines  and  Tennessee  mines  served  by  the  Ten- 
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t  Central  Bailroad.  From  Illinois  Central  western  Kentucky 
mines  and  Alabama  and  Tennessee  mines  on  the  Nashville,  Chatta- 
nooga A  St.  Tjouis  Railroad  the  rates  were  $1.  Effective  June  26, 
1Q18,  these  rates  were  all  increased  40  cents,  making  rates  from 
Illinois  Central  and  Nashville,  Chattanooga  &  St.  Louis  mines  $1.40, 
and  from  Louisville  &  Nashville  and  Tennessee  Central  mines  $1.30. 
The  rates  were  increased  equally  to  preserve  then'existing  dif- 
ferences in  rates  from  mines  served  by  the  different  carriers  which 
though  not  strictly  differentials  were  treated  as  such  in  view  of  the 
long  adjustment  they  had  undergone.  The  only  rates  here  involved 
are  those  from  Louisville  &  Nashville  and  Tennessee  Central  mines. 
Certain  of  these  complainants  protested  to  the  Railroad  Adminis- 
tration when  the  $1.30  level  of  rates  from  Louisville  &  Nashville 
and  Tennessee  Central  mines  was  announced,  arguing  the  same  inter- 
pretations of  general  order  No.  28  now  advanced,  and  urged  their 
protests  after  the  effective  date  of  general  order  No.  28  until  the 
rates  were  reduced  to  $1.20,  the  level  then  asked,  effective  from 
Tennessee  Central  mines  October  28,  1919,  and  from  Louisville  A 
Nashville  mines  November  7,  1919.  When  these  reductions  were 
made  the  Bailroad  Administration  did  not  concede  that  the  $1.30 
rates  had  been  unreasonable,  and  refused  to  consider  reparation. 

In  the  first  Traffic  Bureau  of  NashvUle  Case^  supra,  we  found  the 
average  distance  from  Louisville  &  Nashville  western  Kentucky 
mines  to  Nashville  to  be  about  110  miles.  The  construction  of  the 
Radnor  yards  outside  of  Nashville  through  which  all  coal  from 
western  Kentucky  hauled  by  the  Louisville  &  Nashville  Railroad 
to  Nashville  is  handled  has  since  increased  the  average  haul  from 
these  mines  to  about  122  miles.  In  that  case  we  had  before  us 
rates  from  Illinois  Central  and  Louisville  &  Nashville  western  Ken- 
tucky mines,  and  from  Tennessee  and  Alabama  mines  via  the  Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga  &  St.  Louis.  Rates  from  all  these  mines  to 
Nashville  were  $1  per  ton.  The  $1  Illinois  Central  rate  was  per- 
mitted to  stand;  a  rate  of  90  cents  was  prescribed  from  the  Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga  &  St.  Louis  mines ;  and  80  cents  was  found  rea- 
sonable from  Louisville  &  Nashville  western  Kentucky  mines. 

In  the  last  proceeding  involving  rates  from  western  Kentucky 
mines  served  by  the  Louisville  &  Nashville  Railroad  to  Nashville, 
63  LC.  C,  87,  we  said: 

On  J11I7  20,  1917,  we  Issued  a  general  order  In  wblch  we  permitted  the 
defeodant  to  make  effective  on  or  before  August  4,  1917,  and  subject  to  the 
terms  of  onr  Sixth  Sectloo  OrOer  Ho.  42910  of  Jul;  2, 1917,  a  rate  from  weateni 
Kentucky  mines  on  Its  lines  to  Nashville  not  Ic  excees  of  15  cents  per  ton  over 
the  rate  prescribed  by  us  in  Traffic  Bureau  of  NashvlUe,  lupra.  Un  August  4, 
1917,  the  defendant  republished  the  90-cent  rate. 
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A  95-cent  rate  from  Louisville  &  Nashville  western  Kentucky 
mines  to  Kashville  was  authorized,  but  that  carrier  published  a  90- 
cent  rate.  General  order  No.  28  authorized  the  carriers  to  put  into 
effect  advances  theretofore  authorized  by  us  before  increasing  the 
rates  under  that  order  where  the  rates  had  not  been  increased  15 
cents  per  ton  since  June  1,  1917. 

Prior  to  federal  control,  rates  from  Tennessee  mines  served  by 
the  Tennessee  Central  were  under  the  jurisdiction  of  state  authori- 
ties. From  October  15, 1916,  to  December  21,  1917,  rates  from  those 
mines  to  Nashvilie  were  80  cents.  Effective  December  22, 1917,  they 
were  increased  to  90  cents,  by  permission  of  the  Hailroad  Commis- 
sion of  Tennessee. 

The  rates  approved  by  us  were  at  one  time  $1  from  Illinois  Cen- 
tral mines,  90  cents  from  Nashville,  Chattanooga  &  St.  Louis  mines, 
and  80  cents  from  Louisville  &  Nashville  mines.  As  a  result  of 
T?ie  Fifteen  Per  Cent  Case,  supra,  and  of  the  permission  of  the 
Tennessee  Bailroad  Commission,  increases  were  authorized  in  all  of 
these  rates.  The  rates  in  effect  June  24,  1918,  were  as  heretofore 
stated;  under  the  provisions  of  general  order  No.  28  all  these  rates 
were  to  be  increased  5  cents  to  make  up  the  15  cents  where  permitted 
in  The  Fifteen  Per  Cent  Case.  All  of  them  were  then  increased 
30  cents,  the  amount  applicable  to  the  highest  rated  group,  and  the 
usual  disposition  of  fractions  was  made,  the  rates  becoming  $1.40 
from  Illinois  Central  and  Nashville,  Chattanooga  &  St.  Louis  mines, 
and  $1.30  from  Louisville  &,  Nashville  and  Tennessee  Central  mines. 

As  tending  to  show  the  unreasonableness  of  the  $1.30  rates  in  issue, 
complainants  introduce  evidence  to  show  that,  while  the  average 
loading  of  coal  cars  moving  from  Louisville  &.  Nashville  western 
Kentucky  mines  to  Nashville  was  formerly  41  tons,  it  is  now  about 
44  tons. 

They  also  introduced  several  rate  comparisons  to  show  the  unrea- 
sonableness of  the  rates  attacked.  The  following  table  is  prepared 
from  complainants'  exhibits: 


■n  KsDtdcky  mliiM  to— 


LoalirlUt  >ad  NubvlIlB  RiUiosd; 

HMhTUlB,  T«aD 

LoulsvUIo.Ki. 

Eosmasdale,  Ky 

But  St.  Lgaia.lU 

nUnaiiC«ntral  RaUiood: 

IdulsvlUe,  St. 
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The  Nashville  rate  is  further  compared  with  lower  rat«s  for 
greater  distances  from  southern  Illinois  groups  to  East  St.  Louis, 
and  with  such  rates  from  Kentucky  and  Tennessee  mines  on  various 
lines  to  Chattanooga  and  Knozville,  Tenn.,  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

Defendants  contend  that  these  rate  comparisons  are  defective 
because  of  dissimilarity  of  service,  and  water  competition  at  Louia- 
ville.  The  latter  contention  has  been  disposed  of  by  us  in  our 
former  decision  in  the  Traffic  Bureau  of  Nashville  Cases,  supra. 

Complainants  also  introduced  exhibits  purporting  to  show  a  com- 
parison of  the  average  revenue  on  coal  during  the  year  1916  with 
the  average  revenue  on  all  traffic  during  that  year,  and  comparisons 
of  the  average  car-mile  revenue  and  rate  per  ton-mile  on  coal  in 

1918,  with  similar  figures  for  that  year  on  all  other  traffic.  Defend- 
ants question  the  reliability  of  these  exhibits  on  account  of  alleged 
errors  in  principles  and  basic  figures  used.  There  is  no  proof  of 
undue  prejudice  or  disadvantage. 

Defendants  introduced  evidence  to  show  that  the  rates  in  issue 
were  not  in  excess  of  rates  for  similar  hauls  in  southern  territory  to 
points  where  rates  prior  to  federal  control  were  not  affected  by  the 
competition  of  near-by  mines  or  by  water  transportation ;  that  these 
rates  bore  a  reasonable  relation  to  rates  from  other  mines  serving 
Nashville;  and  were  neither  unreasonable,  unduly  prejudicial  to 
Nashville,  nor  otherwise  in  violation  of  law. 

Certain  complainants,  to  prove  their  damage  by  reason  of  the 
alleged  unreasonableness  of  the  rates  complained  of,  testified  that 
they  had  made  contracts  for  the  future  delivery  of  coal  on  the  basis 
of  the  90-cent  rates. 

Bates  on  coal,  in  carloads,  from  Louisville  &  Nashville  western 
Kentucky  mines  were  higher  to  Clarksville  than  to  Nashville  from 
November  7,  1919,  to  October  9,  1920,  inclusive,  and  defendants 
admit  that  such  rates  were  to  that  extent  unreasonable. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  we  find  that  the  rates  on  coal, 
in  carloads,  to  Nashville  from  Tennessee  mines  served  by  the  Tennes- 
see Central  Railroad  in  effect  from  June  25,  1918,  to  October  28, 

1919,  inclusive,  and  from  western  Kentucky  mines  served  by  the 
Louisville  &  Nashville  Railroad  in  effect  from  June  25,  1918,  to 
November  6, 1919,  inclusive,  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they 
exceeded  the  subsequently  established  $1.20  rate.  We  further  find  that 
complainants  and  interveners  made  ^e  shipments  as  described  and  to 
the  extent  that  they  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon  were  dam- 
aged in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and 
those  which  would  have  accrued  on  the  basis  herein  found  reason- 
able and  are  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest.  Complainants 
and  interveners  should  file  a  statement  of  ^ipments  in  accordanca 
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with  rule  V  of  the  Itules  of  Practice,  and  submit  it  to  the  deftnduita 
for  verification. 

We  further  find  that  the  rates  on  coal,  in  carloads,  from  vestern 
Kentucky  mines  served  by  the  Louisville  &  Nashville  Bailroad  to 
Clarksville  in  effect  from  June  25,  1918,  to  October  9,  1920,  inclo- 
slve,  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  tJiey  exceeded  rates  hecan 
found  reasonable  from  western  Kentucky  mines  to  Nashville.  No 
order  for  the  future  is  deemed  necessary.  The  proceeding  in  Docket 
Ko.  11623  will  be  held  open  for  proof  of  damage. 

CoHuissiONES  Daniels  dissents. 
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No.  12477. 
MASSACHUSETTS  OIL  BEFINING  COMPANY 


BOSTON  &  ALBANY  RAILROAD  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


Submitted  Januarv  ti,  1922.    Decided  February  iS,  lOSt. 


Fore  River  Railroad  Corporation  found  to  be  a  common  tarrler.  Rates  on 
petroleum  and  petrolenm  products,  and  fuel  oil,  In  carloads,  from  com- 
plainant's reBnery  to  destinations  in  the  New  England  statea,  found  un- 
reasonable and  unduly  prejadldal  and  reasonable  Joint  rates  prescribed. 
ReparatloQ  awarded. 

Clark  <t  LaRoe  and  WUbw  LaRoe^  jr.,  for  complainant  and  In- 
ternatioDBl  Paper  Company,  intervener. 

W.  L.  Bamett,  F.  A.  Famham,  and  W.  W.  Meyer  for  New  York, 
New  Haven  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company,  Central  New  England 
Railway  Company,  and  Wood  River  Branch  Railroad. 

Oravathf  Henderton,  LeffingweU  dt  deOersdorff  and  Thomas  W. 
Bowert  for  Fore  River  Railroad  Corporation. 

C.  H.  Tiffany  for  New  England  Paper  &  Pulp  Traffic  Association 
and  New  England  Fuel  Oil  Consumers'  Committee,  interveners. 
rzpobt  of  the  commission. 
Division  4,  Cohmissionebs  Mbtxh,  Danibub,  and  Pqttxr. 
Meteb,  Commieaioner: 

The  issues  in  this  proceeding  were  made  the  subject  of  a  proposed 
report,  exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant,  and  oral  argument 
was  had. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  by  complaint  filed  March  2,  1921, 
allies  that  the  combination  rates  charged  on  carload  shipments  of 
fuel  oil,  petroleum,  and  petroleum  products  from  its  refinery  located 
near  East  Braintree,  Mass.,  to  destinations  in  the  New  England  and 
other  states  were  and  are  unjust  and  unreasonable,  in  violatdou  of 
sections  1  and  15,  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  complainant  and  prefer- 
ential of  ita  competitors  located  at  other  New  England  points,  in 
violation  of  section  8  of  the  act.  We  are  asked  to  prescribe  reason- 
able joint  through  rates  and  to  award  reparation  on  shipments  made 
since  September  15,  1920.  The  New  England  Paper  A  Palp  Traffic 
Association,  the  New  England  Fuel  Oil  Consumers'  Committee, 
and  the  International  Papw  Company  intervened. 
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Complainant's  refinery  is  located  on  navigable  water  and  on  the 
line  of  the  Fore  Biver  Railroad  Corporation  about  1.5  miles  &(M)i 
its  junction  with  the  New  Haven  at  East  Braintree,  The  company 
was  organized  in  December,  1919 ;  the  first  shipment  of  oil  from  the 
refinery  was  made  on  December  15,  1920,  and  a  total  of  1,409  can 
was  shipped  prior  to  June  1,  1921.  Its  crude  oil  is  received  by  ves- 
sel. It  sells  and  distributes  gasoline,  kerosene,  and  practically  all 
products  and  by-products  of  crude  petroleum.  Its  area  of  distribo- 
tion  is  mainly  eastern  Massachusetts,  Khode  Island,  and  eastern  Con- 
necticut, but  some  shipments  have  been  made  to  each  of  the  New 
England  states  and  to  some  states  without  that  territory.  It  is  in 
keen  and  active  competition  with  refineries  and  oil-storage  t«rmin&b 
in  the  vicinity  of  Boston,  at  Providence,  K.  I.,  and  at  other  New 
England  cities.  Competition  is  also  met  from  Bayonne,  N.  J.,  and 
other  points  without  New  England. 

In  conformity  with  freight  rate  authorities  of  the  Railroad  Ad- 
ministration, dated  January  22,  1919,  and  October  4,  1919,  oil  rates 
on  the  New  England  railroads  were  placed  on  a  mileage  basis.  Two 
scales,  which  did  not  differ  for  one  or  more-than-one  line  hauls,  were 
published  on  petroleum  and  petroleum  products  as  described  in  the 
official  classification,  in  carloads,  minima  and  estimated  weight,  pff 
gallon,  as  stated  therein,  the  one  scale  applicable  to  zone-A  territory 
and  the  other  to  zone-B  territory  as  these  zones  are  defined  in  Prih 
posed  Increases  in  New  England,  49  I.  C,  C,  421.  Other  distance 
scales  were  published  on  fuel  oil,  in  tank-car  loads,  in  which  no 
differentiation  was  made  according  to  origin  or  destination  territory, 
but  the  scales  differed  for  one,  two,  or  three  line  hauls,  observing, 
however,  the  charges  on  petroleum  and  petroleum  products  as 
maxima.  This  so-called  standard  basis  of  rates  as  increased  <m 
August  26,  1920,  applies  generally  throughout  New  England  and 
practically  all  railroads  therein  admitted  to  be  common  carriers  are 
parties  to  tariffs  containing  such  rates.  The  standard  basis  is  ap- 
plicable friHn  East  Braintree.  In  addititHi  thereto  complainant  has 
paid  and  now  pays  the  rate  of  2.5  cents  per  100  pounds  of  the  Fore 
River. 

Complainant  does  not  in  this  proceeding  attack  the  reasonablenea 
of  the  standard  basis  of  rates.  It  and  the  interveners  are,  however, 
not  satisfied  with  the  existing  level  of  oil  rates  throughoot  New 
England  and  emphasize  that  no  action  should  be  taken  in  this  case 
which  might  be  construed  to  place  the  stamp  of  approval  upon  the 
existing  general  adjustment  in  such  manner  as  to  preclude  a  lat«- 
attack  upon  it  by  them.  Neither  does  complainant  attack  the  charges 
and  revenues  of  the  Fore  River  separately  considered.  It  contends, 
however,  that  the  failure  of  defendants  to  establish  joint  rates  from 
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its  plftDt  upon  the  contemporaneous  standard  basis  in  effect  from 
competitive  refineries  results  not  only  in  the  payment  of  unduly 
prejudicial  but  unreasonable  rates  and  charges.  It  asks  that  the 
standard  basis  of  rates  be  prescribed  from  its  plant,  mileage  to  be 
computed  by  adding  S  miles  to  the  distance  from  East  Braintree. 
It  further  asks  that  rates  on  fuel  oil  to  destinations  on  the  New 
Haven  be  established  on  the  one-Iine-haul  baas. 

The  Fore  River  is  named  as  a  defendant,  but  is  willing  to  partici- 
pate in  joint  rates  upon  the  basis  asked.  The  New  Haven  asserts 
that  the  Fore  Blver  is  not  a  common  carrier  and  its  status  must  be 
determined  at  the  outset.  Beplies  to  a  questionnaire  addressed  to 
the  Fore  Biver  were  made  a  part  of  the  record  without  objection  by 
the  parties. 

The  Fore  River  is  a  standard-gauge  road  having  2.87  miles  of 
main  line  and  7.66  miles  of  sidetrack.  Its  main  track  extends  from 
the  junction  with  the  New  Haven  at  East  Braintree  to  the  Fore 
River  plant  of  the  Bethleh^n  Shipbuilding  Corporation  at  Quincy, 
Mass.  An  extension  of  its  main  line  runs  through  the  shipbuild- 
ing plant  to  a  point  on  Washington  street  in  Quincy. 

The  railroad  was  originally  built  by  the  Fore  River  Ship  &  En- 
gine  Company  in  1902,  and  was  known  as  the  Fore  River  Railroad. 
It  was  sold  successively  to  the  Fore  River  Shipbuilding  Company 
and  the  Fore  River  Shipbuilding  Corporation.  On  March  28,  1917, 
an  agreement  was  entered  into  between  the  commonwealth  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  by  its  Commission  on  Waterways  and  Public  Lands 
and  the  Fore  River  Shipbuilding  Corporation,  which,  among  other 
.^ings,  provided  that  the  latter  would  cause  the  railroad  to  be  in- 
corporated as  a  common  carrier.  On  January  6,  1919,  the  Fore 
River  Railroad  Corporation  was  incorporated  under  the  general  laws 
of  Massachusetts.  By  special  act  of  the  legislature  the  Fore  River 
Shipbuilding  Corporation  or  its  successors  were  empowered  to  sell 
the  line  between  its  plant  and  the  New  Haven.  The  railroad  cor- 
poration acquired  the  equipment,  rails,  and  a  large  portion  of  the 
right  of  way  by  purchase  and  the  remainder  of  the  right  of  way, 
particularly  within  the  plant,  by  lease.  The  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Massachusetts  issued  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  and  further  certified  that  the  corporation  had  complied 
with  all  state  laws  preliminary  to  operation  as  a  railroad.  Stock 
in  the  amount  of  $147,000  was  issued  which,  with  the  exception  of 
qualifying  shares  of  directors,  is  now  owned  by  the  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corporation,  which  also  controls  the  Bethlehem  Shipbuilding  Cor- 
poration, which  operates  the  shipbuilding  plant.  There  is  no  bonded 
indebtedness. 
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The  Fore  Biver  owns  three  locomotives,  but  no  freight  cars.  Its 
car  supply,  except  complainant'a  cars,  is  obtained  from  the  Ke'w 
Haven.  It  does  not  carry  passengers  or  maiL  It  has  no  freight 
stations  on  its  line.  It  is  not  a  member  of  the  American  Bailway 
Association.  It  does  not  issue  hills  of  lading  and  does  not  pmy 
per  diem.  Claims  for  loss  and  damage  are  presented  to  the  Kevr 
Haven  unless  it  is  evident  that  the  damage  occurred  on  tiie  line  of 
the  Fore  Eiver. 

The  Fore  River  concurs  in  the  official  classification  and  files  its 
interchange  switching  and  demurrage  tariffs  with  this  Commission. 
It  collects  danurrage  from  complainant  on  the  average-agreement 
plan.  It  performs  plant  switching  for  the  affiliated  industry  and 
for  complainant  at  a  charge  of  $1S  per  hour,  said  to  be  covered  by 
tariff  publication,  which  is  not,  however,  on  file  with  this  Com- 
mission. It  concurred  in  a  joint  class  tariff  published  by  the  New 
Haven  effective  June  10,  1908.  Its  first  tariff  was  filed  with  the 
Commission  effective  August  1,  1909.  When  called  upon  in  1907  to 
file  reports  of  accidents  and  in  1910  to  file  a  tariff  index,  it  dunurred 
to  being  classed  as  an  interstate  carrier  subject  to  the  regulations 
of  this  Commission,  and  it  appears  somewhat  reluctantly  acquiesced 
after  it  was  pointed  out  that  it  was  participating  in  int^^tate  trans- 
portation.   It  files  annual  reports  in  the  form  prescribed  by  us. 

The  Fore  Biver  asserts  that  it  holds  itself  out  to  transport  carload 
and  less-tban-carload  freight  for  all  indiscriminately.  It  is  stated 
that  its  files  indicate  that  it  served  independent  shippers  from  the 
time  of  its  construction.  In  addition  to  the  shipbuilding  corpora- 
tion, it  regularly  serves  complainant  and  the  Eastern  Maasachusetts 
Street  Railway  Company,  nuther  of  which  is  affiliated  with  the 
railroad  or  the  shipbuilding  corporation.  A  list  of  15  other  inde- 
pendent shippers  which  have  utilized  or  are  atilizing  the  facilities  of 
the  Fore  River  was  furnished  by  complainant.  A  large  number  of 
tiiese  shipj>ers  were  engaged  in  construction  or  other  work  performed 
under  contract  for  the  shipbuilding  corporation  and  their  shipments 
were  received  within  the  plant  area.  Shipments  made  by  others  were 
not  for  use  in  connection  with  any  activity  of  the  shipbuilding  plant. 
The  shipbuilding  plant  is  enclosed  by  a  fence,  but  tMs  is  said  not  to 
affect  the  public  use  of  tracks  within  or  to  have  been  an  obstacle 
to  their  use  by  independent  shippers.  Shipments  for  the  Eastern 
Massachusetts  Street  Railway  Company,  mainly  coal,  are  trans- 
ported from  East  Braintree  through  the  shipbuilding  plant  to  a  side- 
track connecting  with  the  street  railway  on  Washington  street  in 
Quincy.  The  railroad  further  maintains  a  public  team  track  out- 
side the  plant  fence  at  a  point  near  where  the  railroad  passes  throu^ 
the  plant  gate  and  shipments  have  been  received  and  deilivered  on  tUa 
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track.  The  railroad  has  no  ci^  for  handling  less-than-carload  ship- 
ments other  than  cars  of  complainant,  and  the  manner  in  which  such 
shipments  are  handled  is  not  clear. 

The  inTestmeht  value  of  road  and  equipment,  based  upon  ori^nal 
cost  less  accrued  depreciation  and  not  including  real  estate  leased  for 
right  of  way,  is  stated  b;  the  corporation  as  $232,767.16  on  Decem- 
ber SI,  1920.  The  railway  operating  revenue  for  that  year  is  shown 
to  be  $120,915,  and  Its  net  railway  operating  income  $13^1.28.  An 
analysis  of  traffic  and  revenues  for  the  last  calendar  year,  made  in 
reply  to  an  inquiry  in  the  questionnaire,  is  somewhat  at  variance  as  re- 
gards freight  revenue  with  the  operating  revenues  shown  above,  but 
gives  some  indication  of  the  various  kinds  of  services  render«d.  As 
disclosed  by  carrier's  answer,  6,636  loaded  cars  yielding  a  revenue  of 
$58,602.42  were  handled  in  interchange  switfdiing  between  the  Mnmect- 
ing  carrier  and  the  plant  of  Uie  affiliated  industry,  and  1,387  cars 
yielding  a  revenue  of  $16,834.33  were  interchanged  for  independent ' 
industries  and  the  public.  Revenues  of  $57,580.23  were  derived  from 
interior  switching  at  the  plants  of  the  affiliated  industry  and  $2,899 
from  interior  switching  at  independent  plants.  Sixty-one  cars  were 
moved  in  local  switching  service  between  plants  of  the  controlling 
interests  and  other  industries.  During  the  period  from  January 
1,  1920,  to  April  SO,  1921,  Ihe  total  number  of  «igine-hours  devoted 
to  railroad  service  was  6,310  as  compared  with  4,793  hours  spent  in 
plant  service. 

The  agreement,  in  pursuance  of  which  the  Fore  River  was  incor* 
porated  as  a  common  carrier,  was  made  to  further  the  plans  of  the 
public  authorities  of  Massachusetts  for  the  development  of  addi- 
tiooal  harbor  and  railroad  facilities  to  serve  the  people  of  that 
state,  particularly  of  the  southeastern  portion.  A  tract  of  land 
known  as  Haywood's  Creek  was  taken  under  the  right  of  eminent 
domain  by  state  authorities.  A  portion  of  this  land  was  leased  to 
the  Fore  River  Shipbuilding  Ckn^oration,  and  another  portion  was 
sold  to  complainant,  and  still  another  portion  was  retained  by  the 
Commission  on  Waterways  and  Public  Land&  The  Commissioner 
of  Public  Works  of  the  commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  testified 
that  in  the  development  of  this  project  $160,000  had  already  been 
spent  in  creating  <^annels  and  preparing  for  the  construction  of 
a  pier  to  be  built  in  the  near  future.  The  Fore  River  alone  reaches 
this  property,  and  but  for  the  assurance  that  the  railroad  would 
be  made  available  for  public  service  it  is  testified  that  the  authorities 
would  not  have  approved  taking  the  property.  By  this  contract 
the  Fore  River  Shipbuilding  Corporation  agreed  to  make  at  its 
own  expense  or  to  permit  the  Commission  on  Waterways  and  Pub- 
lic Lands  to  make  such  connections  between  railroad  and  pointa 
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upon  the  land  taken  as  the  commission  might  designate,  and,  fur- 
ther, to  cooperate  with  the  commission  in  establishing  wharves, 
piers,  and  docks  for  the  public  use  on  that  part  of  the  land  not 
included  in  the  industrial  locations. 

Complainant  emphasizes  the  simple  service  performed  in  connection 
with  its  shipments.  When  cars  of  oil  are  loaded  at  the  plant  the 
Fore  Eiver  whenever  requested  hauls  the  cars  from  the  plant  to  the 
interchange  track  at  East  Braintree,  a  distance  of  approximately  1.5 
miles.  The  shipments  are  moved  on  shipping  memoranda  and  the 
bills  of  lading  are  issued  by  the  New  Haven.  The  haul  is  not 
through  a  congested  district  and  the  interchange  at  East  Braintree 
is  said  to  be  of  the  simplest  sort. 

When  the  refinery  was  in  process  of  construction  the  question  of 
extending  the  East  Braintree  rates  to  complainant's  plant  was  the 
subject  of  negotiations  between  complainant,  the  New  Haven,  and  the 
Fore  River  interests.  In  October,  1920,  the  New  Haven  submitted 
the  alternative  of  two  propositions.  Its  first  suggestion  was  that  the 
Fore  River  discontinue  the  operation  of  its  main  line  and  that  the 
New  Haven  perform  the  service  between  the  interchange  and  desig- 
nated tracks  to  be  agreed  upon,  the  Fore  River  to  bear  the  expense 
of  maintaining  the  tracks.  As  an  alternative  it  offered  to  grant  as 
an  allowance  to  the  Fore  River  a  sum  equivalent  to  the  amount  which 
it  would  cost  the  New  Haven  to  perform  the  service.  Under  the 
second  suggestion  complainant  would  have  paid  the  East  Braintree 
rate  as  a  transportation  charge  but  would  have  been  obliged  to  make 
arrangements  with  the  Fore  River  for  the  use  of  its  tracks.  The 
Bethlehem  Shipbuilding  Corporation  declined  the  offers.  Complain- 
ant contends  that  these  offers  constitute  an  admission  that  the  com- 
plainant is  entitled  to  even  more  than  the  relief  here  asked  and  that 
the  failure  of  the  two  railroads  to  reach  an  agreement  is  merely  a 
failure  to  agree  in  the  matter  of  divi^ns.  This  contention  over- 
looks the  fact  that  the  New  Haven  dijj  not  offer  to  grant  out  of 
the  applicable  rates  any  sum  for  maintenance  of  the  tracks  of  the 
Fore  River  or  any  return  upon  the  investment  of  property  devoted 
to  the  public  use. 

Complainant's  competitors  are  located  at  numerous  points  along 
the  New  England  coast.  The  only  instances  cited  by  defendants  in 
which  complainant's  competitors  incur  a  transportation  expense 
above  the  standard  basis  of  rates  are  the  Beacon  Oil  Company  at 
Everett,  Mass.,  and  the  Standard  Oil  Company  at  East  Providence, 
R.  I.  In  the  latter  case  the  shipper  transports  the  traffic  from  the 
refinery  to  the  connection  with  the  New  Haven.  The  nature  of  the 
service  or  the  expense  at  Everett  is  not  disclosed.  CcHnplainant 
points  out  that  at  Providence  the  New  Haven  computes  the  mileage 

061.  aa 


)vGooi^lc 


UASSACHTJSBTTS  OIL  KEFtlTIHa  00.  V.  B.  *  A.  R.  B.  CO.         541 

from  Providence  proper,  although  the  haul  from  the  T&rious  re* 
fineries  or  oil  depots  located  within  the  switching  district  is  through 
a  congested  district  and  ranges  from  2  to  8  miles  more  than  the 
Providence  distance.  It  further  points  out  that  at  Portland,  Me.,  no 
switching  charge  is  collected  on  shipments  originating  on  the  Fort- 
land  Terminal  Company  and  forwarded  in  connection  with  the 
Maine  Central  or  Boston  &  Maine  railroads.  The  additional  dis- 
tance which  its  competitors  can  ship  petroleum  and  petroleum  prod- 
Qcts  at  rates  equal  to  those  paid  by  complainant  ranges  from  15  to 
1^  miles.  The  addition  of  the  2.5-cent  arbitrary  amounts  to  ap- 
proximately $18  a  car,  and  it  is  asserted  that  it  is  necessary  to  absorb 
this  amount  in  order  to  secuni  the  business.  It  further  testified  that 
its  sales  are  only  a  small  part  of  the  total  annual  consumption  of  pe- 
troleum products  in  New  England,  due,  in  part,  to  the  rate  adjust- 
ment. Aa  illustrative  it  estimates  that  it  sells  but  1.25  per  cent  of  the 
fuel  oil  and  4.5  per  cent  of  the  kerosene. 

Defendants  other  than  the  Fore  River  contend  that  in  the  event 
the  Fore  Kiver  is  found  to  be  a  common  carrier  no  public  demand 
or  necessity  for  joint  rates  has  been  shown  as  complainant  alone 
is  asking  their  efitablishment ;  that  the  Fore  Kiver  performs  a  distinct 
and  valuable  service  for  complainant;  that  as  this  service  is  in 
addition  to  the  service  from  East  Braintree  and  no  attack  is  made 
on  the  rates  chai^d  for  either  service  separately  considered  no 
basis  whatever  exists  for  a  finding  of  unreasonableness,  and  that  the 
disadvantage  of  complainant  is  one  of  location  in  that  it  is  not 
situated  upon  a  trunk  line. 

The  demands  of  the  public  authorities  of  Massachusetts  that  the 
Fore  Kiver  be  accorded  the  rights  and  privileges  of  a  common 
carrier  is  a  sufficient  showing  of  necessity  and  desirability  in  the 
public  interest.  In  so  far  as  rates  on  petroleum  and  petroleum  prod- 
ucts are  concerned  the  Railroad  Administration  has  established  and 
the  carriers  have  maintained  a  uniform  distance  basis  applying  over 
a  wide  territory  and  accorded  to  substantially  all  of  complainant's 
'competitors.  Under  this  uniform  basis  the  New  Haven  not  only 
divides  the  rates  with  the  participating  carriers  but  performs  a 
terminal  service  at  some  points  of  origin  which  exceeds  the  joint 
service  of  the  New  Haven  and  the  Fore  River  at  East  Braintree.  It 
is  difficult  to  conceive  upon  what  ground  the  carriers  could  have 
refused  the  establishment  of  the  rates  asked  on  these  commodities 
if  the  Fore  Kiver  had  been  conceded  to  be  a  common  carrier,  and 
apparently  the  dispute  as  to  its  status  alone  prevented  their  estah- 
lisbment.  The  offer  of  the  New  Haven  to  shrink  its  revenue  by 
granting  a  plant-facility  allowance  to  the  Fore  Kiver  is  further 

«8I.aO. 


D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


S42  INTEBSTATE  HOMMERCE  OOUUT8SI0N  REPOB'TO. 

evidence  of  the  unreasonableness  of  failing  to  accord  complainant 
the  standard  basis  of  rates  on  petroleum  and  petroleum  product& 

In  so  far  as  fuel  oil  is  concerned  a  different  sitaaticn  is  presented. 
As  the  rates  differ  for  one,  two,  or  three  line  hauls,  shippers  of  fuel 
oil  located  on  Uie  New  Haven  have  a  corresponding  advantage  over 
complainant  in  shipping  this  commoditj  to  destinations  on  that  line. 
Complainant  insists  that  rates  on  fuel  oil  from  its  plant  to  destina- 
tions on  the  Xew  Haven  should  be  made  upon  the  single-line  basis 
now  applicable  on  fuel  oil  from  Providence  and  other  shipping 
points  on  the  New  Haven,  recognizing  the  service  of  the  Fore  River 
by  the  addition  of  2  miles  to  the  East  Braintree  distance.  On  be- 
half of  the  New  Haven  it  is  stated  that  joint  rates  with  connecting 
lines  on  fuel  oil  are  applied  on  the  two-line  or  three-line  basis,  irre- 
spective of  the  length  of  the  connecting  lines.  As  illustrative,  the 
rates  to  destinations  on  the  Moshassuck  VaUey,  a  railroad  only  2 
miles  long,  are  on  the  two-line  basis.  So  far  as  the  record  shows, 
however,  there  are  no  refineries  located  on  short  lines  from  which 
the  two-line  basis  applies  to  points  on  the  New  Haven.  No  instance 
is  shown  where  the  New  Haven  and  a  connecting  line  apply  tha  one- 
line  fuel-oil  rates.  At  Portland,  Me.,  shippers  of  fuel  oil  pay  no 
switching  charge,  but  the  New  Haven  does  not  connect  with  the 
Portland  Terminal  Company  upon  which  they  are  located.  The 
two-line  fuel-oil  rates  exceed  the  combination  charged  complunant 
by  0.5  cent  in  most  instances,  and  in  some  instances  the  two-line 
fuel-oil  rates  are  in  excess  of  the  contemporaneous  rates  applicable 
on  petroleum  and  petroleum  products.  Charges  on  petroleum  prod- 
ucts are  assessed  on  an  estimated  weight  of  6.6  pounds  per  gallon 
and  those  on  fuel  oil  at  7.4  pounds  per  gallon.  At  the  same  rat«  in 
cents  per  100  pounds  on  an  equal  gallonage  of  fuel  oil  and  petroleum 
products  the  freight  charges  are  greater  on  fuel  oil,  the  lower- 
grade  commodity,  and  the  car -mile  earnings  correspondingly  higher. 
The  tariffs  publishing  the  rates  on  fuel  oil  from  shipping  points  on 
the  New  Haven  contain  the  following  provision : 

If  tbe  rates  Included  herein,  applying  on  petroleum  products,  baaed  on  esti- 
mated weight  of  e-6A0  pounds  per  gallon,  malce  a  lower  charge  than  the  ratei 
Indnded  herein  applying  on  fuel  oU,  in  tank  cars,  at  an  eattmated  weight  of 
T-4/10  pounds  per  gallon,  tbe  rates  applying  on  petroleum  ptodacts  will  be 
applied. 

In  the  event  that  it  is  not  accorded  the  one-line  fuel-oil  rates  from 
its  plant  to  destinations  on  the  line  of  the  New  Haven,  complainant 
urges  that  such  an  alternative  provision  should  be  provided  in  con- 
nection with  the  combination  rates  from  its  plant.  To  this  the  New 
Haven  objects  unless  the  establishment  of  joint  rates  on  fuel  oil  on 
the  same  basis  as  the  rates  now  in  effect  from  other  points  is  required. 
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We  sre  of  the  opinion  and  find  that  the  Fore  River  Sailroad  Cor- 
poration -Kaa  and  is  a  common  carrier ;  that  from  September  15, 1920, 
the  interstate  rates  on  petroleum  and  petroleum  products,  in  carloads, 
from  complainant's  plant  near  East  Braintree,  Mass.,  to  destinations 
on  the  lines  of  defendants  in  the  states  of  Maine,  T^evi  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Bhode  Island,  and  Connecticut,  were,  are, 
and  for  the  future  will  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  unduly  prejudi- 
cial to  complainant  and  preferential  of  its  competitors  located  within 
the  Providence,  R.  I.,  switching  district  and  at  other  shipping  points 
on  the  line  of  the  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford  Railroad,  to  the 
extent  that  they  exceeded,  exceed,  or  may  exceed  the  standard  dis- 
tance basis  of  rates  contemporaneously  applicable  from  such  points 
to  said  points  of  destination,  the  distance  from  complainant's  plant 
to  be  computed  by  the  addition  of  2  miles  to  the  East  Braintree  dis- 
tance ;  and  that  the  charges  applied  on  interstate  shipments  of  fuel 
oil  from  complainant's  said  plant  to  said  points  on  defendants'  lines 
were,  are,  and  for  the  future  will  be  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
rates  are  so  made  that  the  charges  on  fuel  oil  in  tank  cars  at  an 
estimated  weight  of  7.4  pounds  per  gallon  exceed  charges  at  the  rates 
found  reasonable  herein  between  the  same  points  on  petroleum  prod- 
Qctfl  based  on  an  estimated  weight  of  6.6  pounds  per  gallon.  De- 
fiendants  will  be  required  to  provide  joint  through  rates  on  the  basis 
herein  found  reasonable. 

We  further  find  that  complainant  made  interstate  shipments  of 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products  and  fuel  oil  under  the  rates  herein 
found  unreasonable,  and  paid  aiAl  bore  the  freight  charges  thereon, 
and  was  damaged  to  the  extent  that  the  charges  paid  exceeded  those 
that  would  have  accrued  under  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable  and 
ihai  complainant  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest.  Complain- 
ant should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 

We  are  not  asked  in  this  proceeding  to  fix  the  divisions  of  the  rates 
herein  prescribed.  Nothing  herein  should  be  taken  as  approving  a 
division  to  the  Fore  River  Railroad  of  an  amount  equal  to  its  present 
local  charge. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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IKTER3TATB  COMMEHCE  COMMISSION  REPOETS. 


No.  12059. 
BEAUMONT  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 

V. 

ALEXANDRIA  &  WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


Submitted  October  31,  1921.    Decided  February  S5,  19Zt. 


The  relief  here  souglit  was  afforded  under  Iron  and  Steel  Article*  from  Oolve*- 
ton  and  Houston,  61  I.  C.  C,  270.    Complaint  dismissed. 

Ghag,  A.  Bland  for  complainant  and  Port  Arthur  Chamber  of 
Commerce  and  Shipping,  intervener. 

F.  H.  Moore,  H.  M.  Garwood,  and  (7.  H.  Muckley  for  defendant& 
Report  op  the  CoHHtasioN. 
Division  8,  Commissioners  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  DrviBioN  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant  alleges  that  the  rates  on  iron  and  steel  articles  from 
Beamnont,  Tex.,  to  certain  destinations  in  Louisiana  are  unrea- 
sonable, unjustly  discriminatory,  unduly  prejudicial,  and  in  viola- 
tion of  the  long-and-short-haul  provision  of  the  fourth  section  of 
the  interstate  commerce  act.  We  are  asked  to  prescribe  for  the  fu- 
ture rates  no  higher  than  the  scale  of  distance  rates  prescribed  for 
application  from  Galveston  and  Houston,  Tex.,  to  those  destina- 
tions in  G<dveston  Commercial  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  57  I.  C.  C, 
S90,  plus  the  general  increase  of  1820,  subsequently  authorized.  The 
Port  Arthur  (Texas)  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Shipping  inter- 
vened. It  alleges  "  that  Beaumont  and  Port  Arthur  are  substantially 
on  a  rate  parity,  that  no  lower  scale  of  rates  should  be  put  in  effect 
through  this  proceeding  from  Beaumont  to  Louisiana  points  than 
will  also  apply  from  Port  Arthur,"  but  asks  no  affirmative  relief  and 
offered  no  evidence. 

The  complaint,  filed  prior  to  our  decision  in  Iron  and  Steel  Articlet 
from  Galveston  and  Houston,  61  I.  C.  C,  270,  seeks  Only  the  rates 
that  were  continued  in  effect  as  a  result  of  the  suspension  order  in 
that  proceeding,  and  at  the  hearing  complainant  stated  that  this 
relief  would  be  afforded  by  cancellation  of  the  suspended  schedules. 
Those  schedules  have  since  been  canceled  and  there  is  no  issue  before 
us.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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KEOKUK  A  HAUILTON  BBIDQS  CO.  V.  WASASH  BY.  CO. 


No.  12006. 

KEOKUK  &  HAMILTON  BRIDGE  COMPANY 

V. 

WABASH  RAILWAY  COMPANY  ET  AL. 
SvbmiUed  November  SO,  1921.    Decided  liaroh  £,  I9t2. 

OompUint  asking  us  to  prescribe  reaaonable  compeDsadon  for  the  uie  by  de- 
fendaote  of  complalnaat's  bridge  across  tbe  Mississippi  Rtver,  and  to 
require  tbe  moveroeDt  of  defendants'  traffic  via  Uiat  bridge,  dismissed  for 
want  of  Jurisdiction. 

Jamea  W.  Carmalt  for  complainant. 

L.  B.  Strasaer,  O.  P.  Westervelt  and  J.  M.  EUiott  for  defendants. 

J.  H.  Henderson  for  Keokuk  Chamber  of  Commerce,  intervener. 

Rgfort  of  the  Comuission. 
Division  2,  Cohmibsioners  Danieu,  Esch,  and  Campbeix. 
EscH,  Commiasioner: 

Exceptions  were  tiled  by  complainant  to  the  report  propoBcd  by  the 
examiner,  and  the  case  has  been  orally  argued  before  us. 

The  Keokuk  &  Hamilton  Bridge  Company,  hereinafter  called 
the  bridge  company,  alleges  in  its  complaint  that  the  amounts  paid 
it  by  defendants  for  the  use  of  its  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River 
between  Keokuk,  Iowa,  and  Hamilton,  111.,  do  not  provide  a  reason- 
able compensation  therefor,  and  are  less  than  the  arbitraries  shown 
in  defendants'  division  sheets  as  set  aside  for  that  service ;  that  they 
are  less  than  carriers  pay  other  bridges  for  similar  service  j  and  that 
to  compel  the  bridge  company  to  accept  the  amounts  referred  to, 
defendants  have  diverted  trafiSc  to  and  from  Keokuk  to  routes  via 
other  bridges,  which  acts  are  unduly  preferential  of  the  companies 
operating  those  bridges  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  bridge  com- 
pany,  in  violation  of  paragraph  4  of  section  1  and  section  3  of  the 
interstate  commerce  act.  We  are  asked  to  prescribe  for  the  future 
such  divisions  of  the  transportation  charges  on  passengers  and 
property  betweea  Keokuk  and  interstate  points  as  will  provide 
reasonable  compensation  for  the  use  of  the  facilities  afforded  by  the 
bridge  company,  and  to  require  defendants  to  move  the  traffic  in  its 
natural  and  economical  channel  over  complainant's  bridge  to  and 
from  Keokuk. 
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The  Keokuk  Chamber  of  Commerce  intervened  in  the  intenat  of 
the  city  of  Keokuk  in  the  maintenance  and  use  of  the  bridge. 

By  authority  of  section  7  of  "  an  act  to  authorize  the  construction 
of  certain  bridges  and  to  establish  them  as  post  roads,"  approved 
July  15,  1866,  the  Hancock  County  Bridge  Company,  a  corporation 
of  the  state  of  Illinois,  and  the  Keokuk  &  Hamilton  Mississippi 
Bridge  Company,  a  corporation  of  the  state  of  Iowa,  were  consoli- 
dated August  1,  1868,  under  the  name  of  the  bridge  company.  On 
January  19,  1869,  the  bridge  company  entered  into  a  contract  with 
defendants'  predecessors,  the  Toledo,  Peoria  &  Warsaw,  the  Des 
Moines  Valley,  the  Columbus,  Chicago  &  Indianapolis  Central,  and 
the  Toledo,  Wabash  &  Western  railroad  companies,  under  which  the 
bridge  company  was  to  construct  a  bridge  across  the  .Mississippi 
River,  to  lay  a  track  upon  the  bridge  and  connect  it  with  the  rail- 
roads, to  keep  the  bridge  and  tracks  in  repair,  etc.,  and  the  railroads 
were  to  pay  certain  amounts  to  the  bridge  company  on  freight  and 
passenger  traffic  carried  over  the  bridge.  After  the  contract  was 
entered  into,  the  bridge  company  issued  $1,000,000  of  construction 
bonds  and  $1,000,000  of  stock,  which  were  turned  over  by  the  bridge 
company  to  the  contractors,  Andrew  Carnegie  and  associates,  in 
payment  for  the  completed  bridge.  Construction  began  in  1869  and 
the  bridge  commenced  operation  in  1871.  It  is  used  by  defendants, 
the  Wabash  and  the  Toledo,  Peoria  &  Western,  whose  rails  reach 
Hamilton,  in  serving  the  city  of  Keokuk.  Ko  railroad  company  has 
any  interest  in  its  ownership. 

The  bridge  is  0.6  mile  in  length.  Originally  it  was  built  purely 
for  railroad  purposes.  In  1903  the  bridge  company  entered  into  a 
contract  with  the  Keokuk  Electric  Railway  &  Power  Company,  under 
which  the  latter  operates  its  electric  cars  over  the  railroad  tracks 
of  the  bridge  between  Keokuk  and  Hamilton.  In  1914  an  effort  was 
made  by  the  people  of  Keokuk  to  have  another  bridge  constructed. 
Rather  than  have  to  meet  this  competition,  the  bridge  company  re- 
constructed its  bridge.  It  removed  the  then  existing  superstructure 
in  order  to  make  the  bridge  double  decked.  The  lower  deck  accom- 
modates the  steam  and  electric  railways,  and  the  upper  level  pedes- 
trians and  vehicular  traffic.  To-day  the  bridge  is  capable  of  carrying 
the  heaviest  railroad  equipment. 

The  highway  tolls  paid  by  pedestrians  and  vehicles  are  fixed  by 
ordinance  of  the  city  of  Keokuk.  The  charges  paid  by  the  Keokuk 
Electric  Railway  &  Power  Company  are  fixed  by  the  1908  contract 
for  a  period  of  25  years.  The  amounts  paid  by  defendant  railroads 
have  been  dependent  upon  various  arrangements  between  them  and 
the  bridge  company.    As  stated  in  the  opening  paragraph  of  its 

66 1,  G.  a 


D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


KEOEUE  A  HAMILTON  BRIDGE  PO.  V.  WABASH  RT.  CO.        647 

brief,  the  bridge  company  "  seeks  to  have  adjusted  *  *  *  the 
bridge  tolls  which  defendant  users  of  the  bridge  shall  pay.  *  *  * 
Its  effort  is,  and  has  been,  to  have  its  rates  of  toll  fixed  so  that  it 
would  be  treated  in  all  respects  as  railroads  treat  the  bridges  whidi 
they  own  and  operate." 

Defendants  question  our  jurisdiction  over  the  matter. 

The  word  "  bridge "  appears  but  once  in  the  interstate  commerce 
act.  The  bridge  company  contends  that  that  portion  of  paragraph 
8  of  section  1  of  the  act,  which  is  quoted  in  the  margin,'  gives  us 
jurisdiction  over  facilities  such  as  this  bridge.  The  effect  of  this 
definition  of  the  terms  used  in  the  act  has  been  described  as  follows: 

Brtdgee,  ferries,  ■witches,  and  terminal  facilities  sre  declared  to  be  Included 
within  the  term  "  rntlroad  "  not  for  the  purpose  of  exempting  them  from  any 
liabiUty  to  publish  and  obserre  tbelr  rates  when  such  ferries  or  bridges  are 
operated  by  their  owners  as  common  cnrriers,  but  rather  to  make  certain  that 
where  those  agencies  are  employed  by  railroads  the  transportation  service 
rendered  by  them  shall  atlll  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  to  regulate 
commerce    •    •     *, 

A  railroad  company  may  wlthont  doubt  provide  by  contract  with  an  Inda- 
pendmt  company  for  the  construction  of  a  bridge  or  ferry  to  be  used  as  a  part 
of  Its  line.  It  can  perhaps  extend  Its  contract  to  the  operation  of  the  bridge 
or  ferry  by  ita  owner  when  constructed,  but  In  such  case  the  bridge  company 
or  the  ferry  company  Is  not  a  common  carrier.  The  railroad  is  the  carrier 
and  answerable  to  the  law  as  such.  [Bnierprtte  Transportation  Co.  t.  P.  R.  R. 
Co..  12  I.  C.  C.  826.1 

Where  a  railway  company,  by  contract  with  a  bridge  company,  acquires  the 
right  to  use  a  bridge  with  Its  approaches,  for  the  engines,  cars,  and  trains  of 
the  railway  company,  the  first  section  of  the  "  act  to  regulate  commerce  "  re- 
gards the  railway  company  as  the  owner  or  operator  of  the  bridge  and  ap- 
proaches, for  the  time  being,  as  to  all  freight  transported  by  the  railway  com- 
pany over  the  bridge ;  and  as  to  all  such  traffic  the  railway  company,  and  not 
the  bridge  company,  must  be  regar<led  as  tbe  common  carrier.  Snch  a  bridge 
company  is  not,  either  In  law  or  In  tact,  a  common  carrier  of  interstate  traffic 
within  the  scope  and  meaning  of  said  section,  and  it  can  not  invoke  the  pro- 
visions of  said  act  to  compel  railway  companies  to  transact  business  with  or 
through  such  bridge  company.  Between  such  a  bridge  company  and  the  rail- 
way carriers  of  the  country  the  act  establishes  no  such  reciprocal  relations, 
dntlea,  and  obligations  as  require  the  latter  to  form  business  connections  with 
the  former.     [Kmtucku  d  I.  Bridge  Co.  v.  L.  ■£  N.  R.  R.  Co.,  37  Fed.,  567.] 


>  Ttie  tarm  "  rallrotd  "  ■■  nsed  lo  thll  Act  sball  iDclode  all  biidses,  car  float*,  l[g;bt«rs, 
and  (errtea  nwd  by  or  opernted  io  connection  with  anj  railroad,  •  •  •  wbctlMr 
owDsd  or  operated  under  a  contract,  ■Kre^meut,  or  lease,  and  ateo  atl  awltcbea,  ipnra, 
trafte  terminal!,  and  terminal  facilities  of  evarT  kind  used  or  necewarr  In  Uie  traas- 
portatlan  of  the  pemoni  or  property  designated  bereln.  Including  all  frelgbt  depots. 
Tarda,  aad  sreunda.  used  or  nccessarr  In  the  tranaportaUon  or  dellTerr  of  anj  aoeh 
propertj.  The  term  "  trsnsporNtloa  "  aa  used  la  this  Act  abail  Inelnde  locomotlTea, 
eara.  and  other  vcblelea.  Teseela,  and  all  Instmmenta titles  and  fadlltlee  of  sblpmont  or 
earriase^  IrrespecUTe  of  oimersblp  or  of  any  contract,  express  or  Implied,  for  the  □■• 
thereof,  and  all  eerrlces  in  eonnectlon  with  the  receipt  deliverr,  eleTation,  and  transfer 
In  transit,  ventilation,  lelrliaratlon  or  IcIbx,  itonise,  and  han^Hm  of  properl/  trans- 
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The  bridge  company  argues  that  the  portion  of  paragraph  3  of 
section  1  referred  to  gives  us  jurisdiction  over  the  bridge  even  to  the 
extent  of  establishing  a  through  route  which  would  embrace  tb* 
tracks  upon  the  bridge,  notwithstnnding  a  refusal  of  the  bridge  com- 
pany to  permit  the  passage  of  trains  or  the  transportation  of  persons 
or  property  across  its  bridge.  A  reading  of  the  act  seems  to  lead  to 
ft  different  conclusion.  Consistently  throughout  the  act  onr  jurisdic- 
tion is  confined  to  common  carriers.  The  obligations  imposed  by 
paragraph  4  of  section  1  of  the  act,  quoted  in  the  margin,*  are  upon 
common  carriers  only.  The  bridge  company  does  not  hold  itself  out 
as  ready  to  engage  in  transportation  for  hire  as  a  public  employment, 
nor  has  it  the  motive  power  or  cars  to  perform  such  transportation. 
Witness  for  the  bridge  company  testified  that  it  did  not  furnish  any 
transportation  facilities  across  the  bridge;  that  it  operates  no  en- 
gines, issues  no  bills  of  lading,  and  does  not  perform  any  switching; 
and  that "  it  is  an  expensive  piece  of  structure," 

The  bridge  company  contends  that  the  diversion  by  the  Wabash 
of  traffic  to  and  from  Keokuk  via  its  bridge  at  Hannibal,  Mo.,  gives  to 
that  defendant  the  bridge  arbitrary  set  aside  in  the  division  of  joint 
rates  rather  than  to  the  bridge  company  if  the  traffic  were  handled 
over  its  bridge.  It  also  points  out  that  larger  amounts  are  paid  to 
railroads  owning  other  bridges  than  are  paid  to  it.  That  a  carrier 
deducts  an  amount  greater  than  is  paid  by  it  for  the  use  of  a  bridge 
before  dividing  with  its  connections  a  joint  rate  does  not  of  itself 
confer  upon  us  jurisdiction  to  prescribe  the  amount  to  be  paid  for  that 
use.  That  portion  of  the  act  which  confers  upon  us  jurisdiction  to 
establish  just  divisions  of  joint  rates  refers  only  to  divisions  "  between 
the  carriers  subject  to  this  act" 

That  this  bridge  company  is  not  a  common  carrier  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  act  has  been  informally  held  by  us  in  refusing  to 
accept  from  it  a  tariff  purporting  to  assess  its  charges  against  car- 
riers that  use  its  bridge.    Conference  i'uling  3S1  states: 

BaitKiK  CouPAtJiEs. — k  brliiRft  cofnpflny  whlcb  does  not  oivn  or  operate  any 
motive  power  or  cttra  an<l  reota  its  bridge  to  an  Intei-state  carrier  ne«d  not 
file  tnrilTs  with  the  CommiKiloD. 

On  oral  argument  it  was  contended  by  the  bridge  company  that 
the  law  has  been  changed  since  the  decisions  and  rulings  herein- 

■  (4)  It  (haU  be  tbn  dntr  of  every  common  currier  sublect  to  tbia  Act  engagod  in  tb* 
transportation  o(  piKSCDsers  or  property  to  prsvlde  aod  famish  iiuch  traDsportatloa 
apoD  reasooable  teqnFBt  tbtrefor.  and  to  eBCabllBb  tbrougb  routm  and  Inat  reasonabl* 
rates,  tares,  and  cbargei  appllcabls  tliereto,  and  to  provide  reasonable  fadllUea  (or 
operating  tbrougb  routes  and  ro  make  reBBooabl*  rulea  and  regulations  irlth  reapect  to 
the  operation  of  tbrougb  rouCea,  and  proTldlng  (or  reasooable  compcnHitlan  to  tboaa 
•otIUed  thereto  ;  and  In  case  of  Joint  ratM,  farea,  or  chariea.  to  eatabllsb  lust,  re«Mnabl«, 
and  equitable  dlrlaloni  thereof  as  between  tbe  carrier*  subject  to  this  Act  partldpallng 
tbsteln  wbicb  abaU  not  unduljr  pt«fer  or  prejudice  anj  of  aucb  paitldpatlDg  earrters. 
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before  mentioned  by  the  transportation  act,  1920,  but  we  are  unable 
to  find  an;  change  \?hich  affects  the  status  of  the  bridge  company 
or  our  jurisdiction  in  this  case. 

We  find  that  the  relationship  between  complainant  and  defendants 
ia  a  matter  of  contract  over  which  we  have  no  jurisdiction.  The 
complaint  will  be  dismissed. 


No.  12033. 
LOUISA  SCHAEFER  ET  AU 


LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Submitted  October  17,  1921.    DeoUed  Febniary  tB,  19tt. 


DemiirrftKe  cbarges  assessed  for  deteutloo  at  Townley,  N.  J.,  of  carload  sUp- 
meots  of  lia;  fooncl  illegal  as  to  sblpments  ordered  recoDslgned  to  New 
York  barbor  points;  and  found  unreasoaable  on  certain  sblpmenti  ordered 
reconsigned  to  destinatloua,  other  tban  New  Tork  harbor  polntG,  subseqoeat 
to  removal  of  embargoes.    Reparation  awarded. 

Berberi  Goldmarh  for  complainants. 

R.  W,  Barrett  for  defendant. 

J^FOBT  or  THE  CoKHISSIOK. 

Divisioif  8,   CoMHissioKEBS   Haix,  Eastman,  and   CaUPBBUi. 
Bt  Divibion  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner, 

Louisa  Schaefer,  executrix,  and  Charles  Schaefer,  jr.,  and  FreJ 
W,  Schaefer,  executors  of  Charles  Schaefer,  deceased,  are  dealers  in 
hay  and  straw  under  the  firm  name  of  Charles  Schaefer  &  Son,  with 
warehouses  at  Townley,  N.  J.  They  allege  that  demurrage  charges 
collected  for  detention  at  Townley,  during  April,  May,  and  June, 
1920,  of  fi5  carload  shipments  of  hay,  originating  without  the  state 
of  New  Jersey  and  ordered  reconsigned  to  destinations  east  of 
Townley,  were  illegal,  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and 
unduly  prejudicial.  The  allegations  of  unjust  discrimination  and 
undue  prejudice  were  abandoned  at  the  hearing.  Reparation  ia 
asked. 

The  Bhipments  moved  from  points  in  Canada  and  in  the  states 
of  New  York,  Michigan,  Vermont,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  and  Ohio, 
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between  March  19  and  June  4,  1920,  consigned  to  ctKnplamants  it 
Townley,  This  is  a  local  point  on  the  Lehigh  Valley  14  miles  west 
of  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  and  is  a  reconsignment  point  for  bay.  A 
number  of  sidetracks  or  storage  tracks,  built  at  cotnpUinaDts*  ex- 
pense, are  there  maintained  for  use  in  connection  with  complainants' 
warehouses  and  elevator.  Upon  arrival  of  the  shipments  at  Town- 
ley  on  April  1,  1920,  and  succeeding  dates,  notices  of  arrival  were 
sent  to  complainants  who,  within  24  hours,  gave  orders  in  confopmity 
with  existing  tariff  provisions  for  reconsignment  to  various  destina* 
tions,  mainly  New  York  harbor  and  Long  Island  points  not  spe- 
cifically named. 

On  account  of  various  labor  strikes  defendant  had  issued  a  series 
of  embargoes,  the  first  effective  April  1,  1930,  which  prohibited  de- 
livery to  New  York  harbor  lighterage  delivery  points  throughout 
April,  May,  and  June,  1920,  and  to  other  points  in  or  via  Kew 
York  during  certain  periods.  Defendant  refused  to  comply  with 
complainants'  reconsigning  instructions  because  the  desired  destina- 
tions were  embargoed.  Complainants  thereupon,  without  success, 
attempted  to  induce  defendant  to  deliver  the  shipments  at  the  Jer- 
sey City  water  line  in  order  that  complainants  might  move  the  ship- 
ments thence  in  their  own  barges,  and  offered  to  accept  delivery  at 
Grand  street,  Jersey  City,  or  at  other  points  where  they  might  sup- 
ply the  trade.  The  record  does  not  show  that  the  efforts  made  to 
secure  movement  beyond  Townley  after  the  first  orders  were  given 
included  a  definite  request  for  reconsignment  of  specific  cars,  but 
it  appears  that  a  general  appeal  was  made  to  defendant  to  move  any 
or  all  of  their  cars.  Because  of  the  acute  hay  shortage,  the  custo- 
mers, in  some  instances,  removed  the  hay  from  Townley  by  trucks 
and  the  remaining  shipments  apparently  were  eventually  recon- 
signed  to  points  in  the  vicinity  of  New  York. 

Demurrage  was  assessed  for  periods  of  detention  ranging  from  1 
to  31  days  in  accordance  with  defendant's  general  demurrage  tarifi. 
Its  general  reconsigning  tariff  contained  the  following  provimon : 

Orders  for  diversion  or  reconslgDmeat  will  not  be  accepted  onder  ttieaft  rules 
at  or  to  a  station  or  to  a  point  of  delivery  against  which  an  embargo  U  In 
force  or,  except  on  perishable  freight,  coal,  coke  or  fuel  oil.  to  a  station  or  to 
a  point  of  delivery  against  which  an  embargo  was  in  force  at  the  time  that  the 
shipment  was  forwarded  from  point  of  origin.  Shipments  made  under  anthot- 
Ixed  permits  are  not  subject  to  this  condlUoo. 

The  general  reconsignment  tariff  did  not  govern  reconsignment  of 
freight  from  Townley  to  New  York  harbor  points  and  the  special  re- 
consignment tariff  applicable  thereto  did  not  prohibit  reconsignment 
to  an  embargoed  point. 

6ei.c.a 


D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


V.  L.  V.  E.  K.   CO.  651 

I>efendant  reliea  upon  the  Seconaignment  Case,  47  I.  C.  C,  690, 
wherein  we  said  at  page  Hi: 

But  If  tbfl  carrier  BpeclDcally  providea  In  Its  tariff  that  it  will  not  reconslen 
to  an  embargoed  point  it  does  not  hold  Itself  oot  to  perform  auch  service  wblle 
an  embargo  is  In  effect  ftnd  tbe  ablpper  must  either  resort  to  a  serylce  that  the 
carrier  does  bold  Itself  out  to  perform,  sudi  aa  Teconslgnment  to  a  point  not 
embargoed,  or  most  tiold  the  car  at  the  expense  ot  demurrage,  a  poeslbiUty 
which  he  assumed  under  the  published  tariffs  when  the  car  left  point  of  origin. 

Although  the  special  tariff  governing  roconsignment  to  New  York 
harbor  points  therein  named  did  not  contain  a  limitation  upon  re- 
consignment  to  embargoed  points,  defendant  contends  that  the  pro- 
vision in  the  general  reconsignment  tariff  was  broad  enough  to  put 
complainants  upon  notice,  and  that  the  demurrage  charges  were 
legally  assessed  upon  all  the  shipments  without  regard  to  ultimate 
destination.  This  position  is  untenable,  since  the  shippers'  rights 
and  obligations  are  determined  by  the  special  governing  tariff  and 
not  by  biowledge  of  defendant's  usual  practice  indicated  by  other 
general  tariffs. 

Of  the  shipments,  17  left  the  points  of  origin  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  the  first  embargo.  Complainants  contend  that  as  to  such 
shipments  orders  for  reconsignment  should  have  been  accepted  and 
no  demurrage  should  have  been  assessed,  on  the  ground  that  the 
original  date  of  shipment  Ezed  the  rights  and  obligations  attaching 
to  a  particular  shipment  throughout  its  transportation.  The  general 
reconsignment  tariff  provided  that  no  orders  for  reconsignment 
would  be  accepted  to  a  station  against  which  an  embargo  was  in 
force  and  any  orders  for  reconsignment  to  destinations  other  than 
to  New  York  harbor  points  would  have  been  subject  to  this  limita- 
tion. In  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Director  General^  69 
I.  C  C,  73,  we  quoted  and  reaffirmed  the  rule  originally  stated  m 
fifteenth  section  order  No.  499,  which  reads : 

Orders  for  dlTeralon  or  recooslgiim^t  will  not  be  accepted  under  tliese  rolea 
at  or  to  a  station  or  to  a  point  of  dellvei;  against  whtcb  an  embargo  is  In 
force.  Shipments  made  nnder  authorized  permits  are  not  subject  to  this 
condition. 

As  to  shipments  which  left  the  points  of  origin  aiter  the  effective 
date  of  the  embargoes,  complainants'  position  is  that  the  embargoes 
were  so  widespread  as  to  prevent  reconsignment  to  any  points  at 
which  they  could  dispose  of  the  hay;  and  that.it  was  unreasonable  to 
asess  demurrage  against  them  while  there  was  no  service  available  to 
the  shippers  which  the  carrier  held  itself  out  to  perform.  Defendant 
shows  that  diere  were  unembargoed  points  east  of  Townley  on  all 
but  three  of  the  days  when  shipments  were  received  at  that  point,  but 
those  open  points  were  not  available  markets  for  hay.  If  com- 
plainants' contention  were  sustained,  it  would  mean  that  a  curiar 
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would  be  under  obligation  to  maintain  an  open  route  to  some  ready 
market  or  forego  demurrage  no  matter  what  ezigenciea  compelled 
the  embargo. 

Upon  brief  complainants  contend  that  in  order  to  assess  demurrage 
defendant  should  hare  given  notice  of  constructive  placement  of  the 
shipments  at  Townley  after  reconsignment  had  been  refused.  The 
conatructive-placement  rule,  which  relates  primarily  to  shipments 
held  on  account  of  the  inability  of  the  consignee  to  receive  them, 
apparently  had  no  application  under  the  facts  of  this  case. 

The  general  reconsignment  tariff  prohibited  reconsignment,  after 
removal  of  the  embargo,  to  a  destination  against  which  an  embargo 
was  in  force  at  the  time  the  shipment  was  forwarded  from  point  of 
origin.  It  is  possible  that  some  of  the  demurrage  on  shipments 
ordered  reconsigned  to  destinations  other  than  New  York  harbor 
points  was  assessed  by  reason  of  such  provision,  which  was  con- 
demned in  Reconsignment  Case,  supra,  and  later  cases. 

Charges  were  assessed  on  shipments  wholly  or  partly  unloaded  at 
Townley  under  the  average  agreement  plan,  and  charges  on  recon- 
signed shipments  were  assessed  under  the  special  reconsignment  and 
demurrage  tariffs.  The  accuracy  of  the  charges  assessed  can  not 
be  determined  upon  this  record. 

We  find  that  demurrage  charges  assessed  on  the  shipments  ordered 
reconsigned  to  destinations  shown  in  defendant's  New  York  harbor 
tariff  were  illegal;  that  demurrage  charges  assessed  on  shipments 
which  originated  during  the  existence  of  an  embargo,  but  which 
were  ordered  reconsigned  to  destinations  other  than  New  York  har- 
bor points  subsequent  to  the  removal  of  such  embargo,  were  un- 
reasonable ;  and  that  demurrage  was  legally  and  lawfully  charged  on 
the  remaining  shipments.  We  further  find  that  complainants  paid 
and  bore  the  charges  found  illegal  and  unreasonable  and  have  been 
damaged  thereby.  Complainants  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the 
Rules  of  Practice  and  specify  in  their  statement  the  points  to  which 
they  ordered  the  ehipmrats  reconsigned. 
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No.  12511. 

CARNATION  MILK  PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  AND  GREAT  NORTH- 
ERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


Bubmiltea  Saptemiier  19,  19tl.    Decided  February  £5,  19S2. 


Period  within  wblch  cisims  may  be  presented  for  the  cancellation  or  refund- 
ing of  demurrage  charges  assessed  or  collected  on  account  of  bunching 
of  ears  for  unloading  or  reconslgnlog  at  stations  on  the  Great  Mocthem 
foDnd  not  nnreasonable. 

E.  S.  DeP<U8  for  complainaiit. 

F.  Q.  Dorety  And  R.  J.  Ragman  for  defendants. 

Refort  of  the  Cohhision. 
Division  3,  Couuibsionehs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbeix. 
Bt  Division  8 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  alleges  that  the  demurrage  charges 
coIIect«d  on  29  carloads  of  tin  plate  shipped  during  January,  Feb- 
ruary, and  March,  1918,  from  the  Pittsburgh  district  in  Pennsyl- 
vania to  Kent,  Wash.,  and  the  rules  and  regulations  in  defendants* 
tariffs  relative  to  filing  demurrage  claims  under  the  bunching  rule, 
were  unjust  &nd  unreasonable.  We  are  asked  to  award  reparation, 
and  to  establish  reasonable  demurrage  rules  and  regulations  for  the 
future. 

The  shipments  were  delivered  by  the  Great  Northern  at  destina- 
tion. They  were  bunched  in  transit  and  arrived  between  March  7 
and  14,  1918,  inclusive.  On  March  26,  1918,  complainant  was  pre- 
sented with  ft  bill  for  demurrage  charges  in  the  sum  of  $150,  which 
it  paid  on  June  1,  1918,  and  od  June  30,  1918,  filed  claim  for  re- 
fund, payment  of  which  was  refused  because  the  claim  was  not 
presented  within  15  days  as  provided  by  the  bunching  rule  in  the 
Great  Northern's  demurrage  tariff. 

At  the  hearing  it  was  agreed  that  $138  would  bo  the  correct  amount 
of  demurrage  charges  to  be  refunded  if  we  found  the  15-day  lim- 
itation unreasonable.  There  is  left  for  consideration  only  the  ques- 
tion of  the  reasonableness  of  the  provision  of  the  Great  Northern's 
demurrage  tariff  covering  the  period  of  time  within  which  claims 
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may  be  presented  for  the  cancellation  or  refunding  of  demurrage 
charges  assessed  or  collected  on  account  of  bunching  of  cais  for 
unloading  or  reconsigning  at  stations  on  its  line. 

The  proceedings  leading  up  to  the  publication  bj  the  carriers  in 
1910  of  a  code  of  uniform  demurrage  rules  have  been  outlined  by 
us  in  former  reports.  In  re  Demurrage  Irwettigation,  19  I.  C.  C, 
496;  Michigan  Mfrs.  Asso.  v.  P.  M.  R.  ff.  Co.,  81  I.  C.  C,  329.  The 
bunching  rule  then  published  provided  that  claims  must  be  filed 
before  the  expiration  of  the  free  time  allowed,  which  was  48  hours. 
On  October  1, 1912,  the  time  was  extended  to  16  days  and  on  Dec«D- 
ber  1,  1919,  te  30  days.  Prior  to  the  latter  date,  and  subsequent  to 
1913,  the  Great  Northern's  demurrage  rules  were  published  in  its 
individual  tariffs,  but  the  provision  applicable  to  these  shipments 
was  the  same  as  that  published  by  other  lines.  Since  December  1, 
1919,  the  code  of  uniform  demurrage,  rules  and  charges  has  been 
published  in  one  tariff  for  all  carriers. 

Complainant  contends  that  15  days  was  not,  and  SO  days  is  not,  a 
reasonable  time  within  which  to  assemble  the  information  necessary 
to  determine  whether  bunching  has  occurred,  and,  if  so,  to  prepare 
and  present  a  claim  to  the  carrier.  This  information  includes  car 
initials  and  number;  contents  of  car;  date  and  point  of  shipment; 
dates  of  arrival,  constructive  placement,  actual  placement,  and  re- 
lease; and  weather  conditions.  It  points  out  that  the  period  for 
filing  loss  and  damage  claims  is  six  months,  which  does  not  apply 
when  a  shipment  is  damaged  through  the  negli^^ce  of  the  carrier; 
that  the  tariffs  provide  no  time  limit  within  which  claims  for  over- 
charges may  be  filed,  or  carriers  may  bill  shippers  for  undercharges 
or  render  demurrage  bills.  It  contends,  therefore,  that  filing  of 
claims  under  the  bunching  rule  should  be  permitted  at  any  time, 
or  at  least  that  the  period  should  not  he  less  than  six  months,  spe- 
cially since  the  rule  may  be  invoked  only  as  a  result  of  the  act  or 
negligence  of  the  carrier.  It  further  asserts  that  the  carriers  recog- 
nized the  unreasonableness  of  the  16-day  period  by  providing  on 
December  1, 1919,  that  claims  must  be  presented  within  30  days  after 
the  date  on  which  the  demurrage  bill  is  rendered. 

The  agent  of  the  delivering  line  does  not  in  every  case  have  in  his 
possession  all  information  necessary  to  determine  whether  or  not 
bunching  has  occurred  through  carrier  negligence.  The  consignee 
generally  has  that  information  by  the  time  the  cars  are  released. 
The  only  information  which  under  the  tariffs  must  be  furnished  to 
the  carrier  was  and  is  the  date  and  point  of  shipment  of  each  car. 
It  clearly  appears  that  preparation  of  loss  and  damage  claims  in- 
volves the  collection  of  considerably  more  data  than  are  required 
for  claims  under  the  bunching  rule. 
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Complain&nl;  criticizes  the  rula  aa  published  prior  to  December  1, 
1919,  on  the  ground  that  the  time  limit  might  and  probably  would 
be  overlooked,  and,  further,  did  not  specify  from  what  date  the  16 
days  must  be  computed,  whether  that  on  which  the  demurrage  charges 
accrued,  the  bill  was  rendered,  or  the  charges  were  paid.  WMchever 
date  was  used,  complainant's  claim  would  have  been  barred.  The 
present  rule  is  not  open  to  these  objecticms.  The  practice  at  that  time 
under  the  Oreat  Korthem  tariff  was  to  consider  the  limitation  as  ap- 
plying from  the  date  when  the  demurrage  bill  was  rendered,  as  has 
been  specifically  provided  since  December  1, 1919.  Complainant  does 
not  contend  that  it  was  unaware  of  the  provision,  and  there  is  nothing 
in  the  record  to  indicate  that  it  was  unable  to  prepare  and  file  its 
claim  within  19  days  after  rendition  of  die  demurrage  bill. 

Defendants  deny  that  the  period  was  extended  to  SO  days  on  De- 
cember 1,  1919,  because  of  any  complaint  or  because  they  were  of 
opinion  that  16  days  was  an  unreasonable  period.  Since  tixe  code  of 
uniform  demurrage  rules  was  published  in  1910  it  has  been  the 
carrius'  policy  to  make  no  changes  therein,  wb^er  proposed  by 
carriers  or  shippers,  which  have  not  been  fully  considered  by  Um 
American  Eailway  Association,  working  in  cooperation  with  the 
Xatioo^  Industrial  Traffic  League,  an  association  of  shippers.  It 
was  in  this  manner  that  the  period  was  extended  to  19  days  on  October 
1,  1912.  In  1917  committees  of  those  organizations  undertook  the 
work  of  recodifying  the  rules.  The  committees  agreed  to  pennit  the 
filing  of  claims  for  refund  of  demurrage  paid  on  account  of  weather 
interference  and  to  limit  that  period  to  30  days.  The  weather  and 
bunching  provisions  were  contained  in  the  same  rule,  and  in  order  to 
avoid  confusion  it  was  further  agreed  to  extend  the  period  for  filing 
claims  on  account  of  bunching  to  30  days.  The  present  provision  is 
national  in  scope  and  apparently  has  been  and  is  satisfactory  to  prac- 
tically all  shippers.  This  is  tJie  first  formal  complaint  against  it 
which  has  been  filed  with  us.  No  special  circumstances  or  conditions 
appear  which  would  warrant  the  making  of  an  exception  in  favor  of 
points  on  the  Oreat  Korthem. 

We  find  that  the  rule  assailed  was  not  and  is  not  anreasonable. 
The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12096. 
BOTANY  WORSTED  MILLS  ET  AL. 

V. 

DIEECTOE  GENEEAL,  AS  AGENT,  BOSTON  &  ALBANY 
EAILEOAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Buhmittea  Avfmtt  6,  1921.    Deaided  February  25,  ISSS. 


Rates  on  wool  In  tbe  grease,  In  cBilonds,  from  Boston  and  East  Boston,  Maaa., 
to  Pussaic,  Dundee,  Clifton,  and  GarCeld,  K.  J.,  found  not  nnreaaonable 
or  uBilulf  prejudicial.  Gonplalnanta  not  shown  to  bave  been  damaged 
by  reason  of  any  undue  prejudice  or  preference  that  maj  haTe  ezlBtad. 
Complaint  disrotssed. 

Lewis  H.  Rubin  for  complainants. 

S.  A.  Davis  for  Boston  Wool  Trade  Association,  intervener. 

Royal  T.  McKenna  and  Fred  W.  Heid  for  Director  General  of 
Eailroads;  IPm.  L.  Sarnett  for  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford 
Eailroad  Company;  and  Geo.  H.  Femald,  jr.f  for  New  York  Central 
Eailroad  Company,  Boston  &  Albany  Eailroad  Company,  and  West 
Shore  Eailroad  Company. 

EeFOBT   or   THE   COHMIBSION. 

Division  3,  Commissioners  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbeix. 
Bi  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  the  intervener  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner. 

Complainants,  New  Jersey  corporations  manufacturing  and  sell- 
ing wool  and  worsted  yams  and  cloth,  with  factories  at  Passaic  and 
GarSeld,  N.  J.,  allege  by  complaint  filed  January  3, 1921,  as  amended, 
that  the  rates  charged  for  the  transportation  of  wool  in  the  grease, 
in  bags  and  bales,  in  carloads,  between  January  1, 1919,  and  October 
24,  1920,  inclusive,  from  Boston  and  East  Boston,  Mass.,  to  Passaic, 
Dundee,  Clifton,  and  Garfield,  N.  J.,  were  unreasonable,  unjustly 
discriminatory,  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  they  ex- 
ceeded commodity  rates  contemporaneously  in  effect  on  similar 
traffic  from  the  same  points  to  Philadelphia,  Manayunk,  and  Darby, 
Pa.,  and  Camden  and  Trenton,  N.  J.  Reparation  is  sought.  Rates 
will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds.  The  Boston  Wool  Trade 
Association  intervened  in  behalf  of  complainants. 
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The  shipments  moved  over  the  lines  of  the  defendant  carriers  and 
charges  were  properly  collected  at  the  third-olasa  rate  of  30.5  cents 
prior  to  August  26,  1920,  and  55-5  cents  thereafter.  Contemporane- 
ously,  commodity  rat«s  of  S6.5  and  SI  cents,  respecUvely,  were  in 
effect  from  Boston  and  East  Boston  to  the  Philadelphia  rate  group 
named.  In  October,  1920,  the  commodity  rates  to  Philadelphia 
points  were  eliminated  and  the  third-class  rate  made  effective,  thus 
placing  both  destination  gronps  r.n  a  parity.  The  shortest  available 
rail  routes  from  Boston  are :  To  Passaic,  over  the  New  York,  New 
Haven  &  Hartford  via  Campbell  Hall,  N.  Y.,  and  the  Erie,  803 
miles,  and  to  Philadelphia,  over  the  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hart- 
ford via  New  York  City  and  Pennsyhania  or  Central  of  New 
Jersey  and  Philadelphia  &  Beading,  30.>  miles.  By  the  Boston  & 
Haine  and  Boston  &  Albany  and  their  connections  the  distances 
are  greater,  with  a  wider  difference  betv;cen  Passaic  and  Philadel- 
phia, hut  the  New  York  City  terminals  nre  avoided.  Wool  in  the 
grease  loads  about  20,000  pounds  per  car,  -n-ith  a  tariff  minimum  of 
16,000  pounds,  and  moves  in  ordinary  equipment. 

Boston  is  recognized  as  the  wool  center  ol  the  United  States  and 
is  the  chief  source  of  supply  for  the  mills  in  both  these  groups,  whi<^ 
use  large  quantities  in  the  manufacture  of  woolen  goods  for  sale  In 
competitive  markets.  During  the  year  1918  the  state  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, with  371  woolen  mills,  consumed  over  76,000,000  pounds  of 
wool,  and  New  Jersey,  with  44  mills,  consumed  over  63,000,000  pounds. 
Not  all  was  purchased  in  the  Boston  market,  since  New  York  and 
Philadelphia,  as  well  as  Chicago  and  farther  west  cities,  handle  con- 
siderable wool  in  the  grease.  During  that  year  approximately 
27,000,000  pounds  were  received  by  complainants.  The  terra  "wool 
in  the  grease"  means  the  raw  uncleaned  product  as  received  from  the 
producing  regions.  In  scouring  this  wool  for  manufacturing  pur- 
poses there  is  a  shrinkage  in  weight  of  20  to  50  per  cent,  depending 
upon  the  grade. 

The  rates  on  finished  woolen  products  in  the  opposite  direction 
were  the  same  from  the  two  groups;  and  the  rates  on  many  other 
articles,  such  as  cotton  piece  goods,  packing-house  products,  and  iron 
and  steel,  as  well  as  the  class  rates,  were  the  same  from  Boston  terri- 
tory to  both  groups  over  one  or  more  of  defendants'  routes.  Com- 
plainants usually  pay  no  higher  rates  on  wool  in  the  grease  than  are 
paid  by  their  competitors  in  the  Philadelphia  group.  This  was  ap- 
parently recognized  by  the  carriers  in  the  subsequent  restoration  of 
the  rate  parity. 

As  tending  to  show  the  unreasonnb^f  ness  of  the  rat«s  assailed,  com- 
parison is  made  with  a  contt^m pmaneous  commodity  rate  of  34.6 
cents  OD  cotton  piece  goods,  in  less-than-carload  lots,  between  the 
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same  pointa  These  goods  have  scnnewhat  similar  transportation 
characteristics,  but  being  manufactured  products  are  not  subject  to 
the  loss  from  waste  which  attends  wool  in  the  grease.  The  latter  is 
rated  fourth  class  in  western  classification,  third  class  in  official,  and 
these  ratings  were  approved  in  Botton  Wool  Trade  Aaao.  y.  A.  dk  S, 
Ry.  Co.,  64  I.  C.  C,  865,  for  the  reasons  stated  therein.  East  of  the 
Hudson  Biver  fourth-class  rates,  as  exceptions  to  official  classifica- 
tion, applj  in  the  absence  of  commodity  rates.  Intervener  en- 
deavored to  show  that  the  higher  rating  to  markets  west  of  the  Hud- 
stm  River  is  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  Boston  wool  trade,  but  tlds 
is  a  matter  beyond  the  scope  of  the  present  case. 

For  the  defense  it  is  shown  that  the  all-rail  commodity  rates 
between  Boston  and  Philadelphia,  as  far  back  as  1900,  were  estab- 
lished to  meet  water  competition,  and  that  the  tariffs  carried  a  clanae 
to  that  effect,  prohibiting  their  use  to  intermediate  points.  They  were 
extended  subsequently  to  reach  a  number  of  suburban  and  near-by 
Pbiiadelpbia  points,  such  as  West  Philadelphia,  Tacoay,  and  Bristol, 
Fa.,  and  later  to  Manayunk,  Camden,  and  Trenton.  Until  1916  the 
water  rates  were  on  an  auy-quantity  basis.  During  the  period 
covered  by  the  complaint  they  were  identical  with  the  all-rail  rates. 
Prior  to  March  2S,  1918,  the  rail  commodity  rates  northbound  from 
Philadelphia  to  Boston  were  the  same  as  the  southbound  rates.  On 
that  date  the  former  were  canceled.  Application  for  authority  to 
cancel  both  rates  had  been  made  to  us  by  the  carriers  on  August  18, 
1917,  but  as  to  the  southbound  rates  was  denied  in  The  Fifteen  Per 
Cent  Cage,  45  I.  C.  C,  303,  and  they  remained  in  effect  until  October, 
19S0,  as  stated.  Simultaneously  with  the  cancellation  of  the  south- 
bound rate  the  water  line  filed  revised  tariffs  to  increase  its  rate  to 
the  third-class  basis,  but  this  was  suspended  and  denied  after  hearing 
by  the  United  States  Shipping  Board  in  Wool  Sates  from  Boston  to 
Philadelphia,  1  U.  S.  S.  B.,  20.  In  1916  the  spread  between  the  rail 
rates  to  the  two  groups  was  8  cents  in  favor  of  the  Philadelphia 
group,  and  it  was  even  higher  some  years  before,  but  it  appears  not 
to  have  been  questioned  by  the  New  Jersey  mill  operatora.  In  de- 
veloping the  extent  of  the  water  competition,  defendants  show  that 
during  the  period  covered  by  this  complaint  approximately  41,000,000 
pounds  of  wool  in  the  grease  were  transported  by  water  lines  and 
89,000,000  pounds  by  rail  from  Boston  to  Philadelphia  and  near-by 
points.  During  the  same  time  31,600,000  pounds  moved  by  rail  front 
Boston  to  the  Passaic  group. 

For  the  short-line  distance  of  303  miles  from  Boston  to  Passaic, 
and  average  car  loading  of  10  tons,  the  applicable  rate  of  39.5  cents 
prior  to  August  26,  1920,  yielded  earnings  of  26  cents  per  car-mile 
and  26  mills  per  ton-mile.    By  the  two  longer  routes  the  earnings 
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The  tariffs  of  the  Terre  Haute  publish  the  Chicago  basis  of  rates 
to  all  points  on  the  Tenmnal  in  Chicago  when  shipments  move  via 
Faithom,  lU.,  as  did  these  shipments.  The  terminal  clause  in  the 
tariff  states  that  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  delivering  carrier 
will  govern  on  traffic  destined  to  points  beyond  the  rails  of  the 
Terminal.  Agent  Lowrey's  tariff  applicable  during  the  period  of 
movement  shows  the  Terminal  as  an  issuing  carrier,  and  provides 
that  the  Terminal  will  apply  on  traffic  moving  into  Chicago  over 
that  line,  for  delivery  to  connecting  lines  within  the  Chicago  district, 
the  flat  Chicago  rate  basis,  without  additional  switching  charges. 

The  Terre  Haute  has  direct  track  connection  with  the  Terminal 
at  or  near  Chicago  Heights,  111.,  outside  the  switching  district.  It 
could  have  made  delivery  there  to  the  Terminal  and  permitted  that 
line  to  move  the  shipments  into  Chicago,  thus  avoiding  the  neces- 
sity for  assessing  any  extra  switching  charge. 

Defendants  contend  that  under  a  tradcage  contract  the  Terre 
Haute  operates  over  the  tracks  of  the  Terminal  from  tie  connection 
at  Chicago  Heights  to  Blue  Island,  and  point  out  that  the  latter  is 
considered  the  junction  point  of  the  two  lines.  The  Terminal  pub- 
lishes local  rates  from  Chicago  Heights  to  Chicago,  and  if  a  ^p- 
ment  originated  at  Chicago  Heights  and  moved  into  Chicago  over 
that  line,  the  absorption  provision  would  apply  and  the  straight 
Chicago  rate  would  be  assessed. 

But  notwithstanding  this  trackage  contract  the  junction  at  or 
near  Chicago  Heights  still  exists.  The  shipments  were  delivered  to 
the  Terre  Haute  unrouted,  and  the  shipper  was  entitled  to  the 
cheapest  available  and  reasonable  route.  Nothing  in  the  record  in- 
dicates that  it  would  have  been  unreasonable  routing  to  deliver  to 
the  Terminal  at  the  Chicago  Heights  junction.  If  the  shipments 
had  been  so  handled  the  Terminal  would  have  performed  a  line 
haul  into  Chicago,  and  the  consignees  would  have  been  relieved  of 
the  switching  charge. 

We  find  that  the  shipments  were  misrouted.  Complainant  is  not 
the  party  in  interest,  so  far  as  reparation  is  concerned,  and  no  award 
of  reparation  can  be  made. 

The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12256. 
CHOATE  OIL  CORPORATION  ET  AL. 

V. 

IHRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ATLANTA,  BIRMING- 
HAM &  ATLANTIC  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


PORTIONS  OF  FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  NO.  700. 


Submitted  October  15,  IS''.!.    Decided  FelirWiry  tS,  19t£. 


1.  Combination  rates  on  faller'a  earth,  In  carloads,  from  Midwar,  Qnlncr,  a&d 

EUenton,  Fla.,  to  Oklalioma  City,  Okla.,  loiuid  unreasonable  and  nndulj 
prejudicial.    Reparation  awarded. 

2.  Fourth  section  relief  draled. 

H.  D.  Driacoll,  for  complainants. 

M.  6.  Roberts  ior  defendants. 

Report  of  the  Commission. 
I>iTisioN  3,  Commissioners  Hali.,  Eastman,  and  Camtbxix. 
Bt  Division  8: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examine. 

Complainnnts  are  the  Choate  Oil  Corporation  and  the  Home  Pe- 
troleum Company,  corporations  refining  crude  petroleum  at  Okla- 
homa City,  Okla.  By  complaint  filed  February  11,  1921,  they 
allege  that  the  rates  charged  by  defendants  on  26  carloads  of  fuller's 
earth,  shipped  between  December  18,  1919,  and  December  12,  1920; 
21  from  Midway,  1  from  Qiiincy,  and  4  from  Ellenton,  all  in  the 
state  of  Florida,  to  Oklahoma  City,  were  unreasonable,  tmdnly 
prejudicial,  and  in  violation  of  the  long-and-short-haul  provisioa 
of  the  fourth  section  of  the  interstate  commerce  act.  We  are  asked 
to  award  reparation  and  to  establish  just  and  reasonable  rates  for 
the  future.  Except  as  noted,  rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  100 
pounds. 

Fuller's  earth  is  used  in  the  filtration  of  lubricating  oil.  Under 
normal  conditions  complainant  Choate  Oil  Corporation  consumes 
from  60  to  75  tons  a  month,  which  it  obtains  in  Florida.  This  com- 
modity is  produced  also  in  Texas  but  the  Florida  product  is  better 
suited  to  that  complainant's  requirements.  Its  value  at  the  time  of 
hearing  was  about  $21  per  ton  at  point  of  shipment. 
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Combination  rates  based  on  either  Memphis,  Tenn.,  or  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  were  and  are  applicable.  Complainants'  evidence  relates  chiefly 
to  the  rates  via  Memphis,  particularly  the  components  west  of  that 
crossing. 

Three  of  the  shipments  from  Midway,  aggregating  178,000  pounds, 
moved  via  St.  Louis  after  August  26, 1920,  and  charges  were  collected 
at  rates  of  $8.65  per  net  ton  to  St  Louis  and  S7  cents  beyond.  The 
appUcable  combination  was  80.35  cents,  composed  of  $8.67  per  net 
ton,  equivalent  to  43.35  cents  per  100  pounds,  to  St.  Louis  and  37 
cents  beyond.  These  shipments  were  therefore  undercharged.  With 
one  exception,  the  other  shipments  moved  via  Memphis  over  the  fol- 
lowing lines  beyond  that  point: 


Prist  WAug.  36. 

An«.»(W».ind 

CtrlndB. 

Wrtght. 

Culoada. 

Wdlht. 

1 

SIMM 

3 

Ti 

One  car,  weighing  41,385  pounds,  moved  after  August  26, 1920,  from 
Ellenton  via  Cairo,  lU.,  thence  over  the  St.  Louis  Southwestem,to 
Brinkley,  Ark.,  and  the  Bock  Island  beyond. 

Prior  to  August  26,  1{)20,  the  rates  applicable  via  Memphis  from 
Midway  and  Quincy  were  73.S  cents,  composed  of  a  commodity  rate  of 
$4.40  per  net  ton,  equivalent  to  22  cents  per  100  pounds,  to  Memphis, 
and  the  class-C  rate,  governed  by  the  western  classification,  of  51.5 
cents  beyond;  and  from  Ellenton,  79.5  cents,  made  up  of  a  com- 
modity rate  of  $5.60  per  net  ton,  equivalent  to  28  cents  per  100 
pounds,  to  Memphis,  and  the  class-C  rato  of  51.5  cents  beyond. 
Those  applicable  since  the  general  increases  of  August  26, 1920,  have 
been  97  cents  from  Midway  and  Quincy  and  $1,045  from  Ellenton. 
Charges  of  $10,708.19  were  collected  on  the  shipments  transported 
via  Memphis,  generally  at  the  applicable  rates.  The  shipment  from 
Qain<7  and  two  from  Midway  delivered  by  the  St.  Louis-San 
Francisco  in  cars  B.  &  O.  191635,  L  C.  20620,  and  B.  M.  47007,  were 
charged  at  a  combination  rate  made  up  of  $8.65  per  net  ton  and  37 
cents,  the  basis  for  which  does  not  appear.  Charges  of  $432.48  were 
collected  on  the  ^ipment  that  moved  via  Cairo  at  the  applicable 
combination  rate  of  $1,045,  based  on  Memphis. 

Comparison  of  the  components  of  the  combination  rates  assailed 
and  those  to  the  basis  of  which  reparation  is  sought,  with  rates  on 
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fuller's  earth  from  Memphis  to  a  number  of  other  points,  is  made 
in  the  following  table  compiled  from  an  exhibit  of  record.  The 
distances  used  are  said  to  be  those  over  the  short-line  workable 
routes. 


FiomMMnphlji  lo- 

Dsc.  18,  IBIB,  to 

^SSAS" 

RBl«. 

Ton-mlte 

lUM. 

ToD-m(h 

1 

1 

764 

4ee 

CeitU. 

2T.6 
H'.i 

30 

Jfltb. 

Ilia 
11. 

li. 
1*. 

9.' 
12. 

ftnd. 

6S.S 

1 

37 

M-S 
40.G 
40.6 

40.fi 

ma,. 

rn  hlni   nWB 

IS 

1  RsM  to  tb*  basis  of  wblcb  nptntltai  Is  sought. 

In  selling  the  lubricating  oil  which  it  manufactures  complainant 
Choate  Oil  Corporation  competes  with  various  other  refineries,  in- 
cluding one  at  Tulsa,  Okla.,  which  also  obtains  its  supply  of  fuller's 
eatth  from  Florida  points  before  named, 

A  rate  of  37  cents  on  fuller's  earth  is  maintained  from  St,  Louis 
to  Oklahoma  City,  543  miles;  Gushing,  530  miles;  Olcmulgee,  46ft 
miles ;  Tulsa,  424  miles ;  and  Muskogee,  434  miles.  Prior  to  August 
26,  1920,  this  rate  was  27.5  cents.  The  present  joint-line  distance 
commodity  rates  on  fuller's  earth,  both  intrastate  and  interstate,  be- 
tween points  in  Texas  and  between  Shreveport,  La.,  and  Texas  points 
for  the  distance  from  Memphis  to  Oklahoma  City  are  lower  than 
the  37-cent  rate  sought.  On  July  25,  1921,  defendants  established 
the  37-cent  rate  from  Memphis  to  Olilahoma  City. 

The  rates  between  Memphis  and  Oklahoma  City  on  a  number  of 
other  commodities,  rated  the  same  as  and,  in  some  instances,  higher 
than  fuller's  earth,  were  and  are  less  than  the  rates  assailed.  Among 
these  are  rates  from  Memphis  to  Oklahoma  City  of  29  cents  on  lime, 
29,5  cents  on  cement,  25  cents  on  enameled  brick,  and  27.5  cents  on 
plaster  board,  prior  to  August  26,  1920,  and  thereafter  39,  40,  34, 
and  37  cents,  respectively ;  and  the  present  rates  from  Oklahoma  City 
to  Memphis  of  37  cents  on  refined  oil  and  25.5  cents  on  crude  asphalt. 

Prior  to  August  26, 1920,  there  were  in  effect  on  fuller's  earth  joint 
commodity  rates  of  57  cents  to  AmariUo,  Tex.,  from  Quincy,  and 
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0^.5  cents  from  Ellenton.  Od  that  date  they  were  increased  as 
uuthorized  by  us  to  76  and  64.5  cents,  respectively.  Bates  on  fuller's 
earth  to  Amarillo  from  Midway,  made  by  combination  on  Memphis, 
were  and  are  lower  than  the  rates  assailed.  Oklahoma  City  is  inter- 
mediate by  certain  of  defendant  carriers'  lines  from  Midway,  Quincy, 
and  EUentOD  to  Amarillo  and  portions  of  the  fourth  section  applica- 
tion protecting  this  adjustment  were  assigned  for  hearing  with  the 
complaint. 

Defendants  were  represented  at  the  hearing,  but  submitted  no 
evidence. 

We  find  that  the  combination  rates  assailed  were  not  unreasonable 
or  unduly  prejudicial  except  to  the  extent  that  the  components  thereof 
from  Memphis  to  Oklahoma  City  exceeded  27.5  cents  per  100  pounds 
prior  to  August  26,  1920,  and  37  cents  per  100  pounds  thereafter. 
We  further  find  that  complainants  made  the  shipments  as  described 
and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  they  were  damaged 
thereby  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid 
and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reason- 
able; and  that  they  are  entitled  to  reparation  with  interest.  C<Hn- 
plalnants  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Kules  of  Practice. 

An  order  will  be  entered  denying  the  fourth  section  application 
to  the  extent  that  it  is  here  involved. 
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No.  10122. 

STANDARD  TIME  ZONE  INVESTIGATION. 


Bvbmitted  Janmry  4,  19it.    Decide*  Marth  13,  IStt. 

Orders  defintag  limits  of  United  States  staDdard  EaBtem  and  Central  time 
zones,  Gl  I.  C.  C,  273,  and  B3  I.  C.  C,  208,  modified  In  part 

Frank  M.  Dottson  and  Cliarles  T.  Lawton  for  city  of  Toledo, 
Ohio  J  L.  O.  Macomber  for  Toledo  Chamber  of  Commerce;  William 
H.  McCloud  for  Willys-Overland  Company;  and  A.  H.  Bechtel  for 
Knights  of  the  Grip  Club. 

E.  F.  BloTneyer  and  V.  Parvin  for  Ann  Arbor  Kailroad  Company ; 
Charles  Selden  for  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Company ;  Frank  S. 
Lewis  for  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  &  St.  Louis  Railway  Com- 
pany, Michigan  Central  Railroad  Company,  New  York  Central  Rail- 
road Company,  and  Toledo  &  Ohio  Central  Railway  Company; 
R.  M.  Shepherd  for  Detroit  &  Toledo  Shore  Line  Railroad  Company ; 
Fred  C.  Rector  for  Hocking  Valley  Railway  Company ;  "W.  J.  Steven- 
son and  W.  F.  Wateraon  for  New  York,  Chicago  &  St.  Louis  Rail- 
road Company ;  W.  E.  Henderson  for  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany; D.  F.  Milne  for  Toledo,  St.  Louis  &  Western  Railroad  Com- 
pany; J.  F.  Withrow  for  Toledo  Tenninal  Railroad  Company; 
J.  T.  AfacFarland  for  Wabash  Railway  Company;  and  E.  V.  WiUy 
for  Wheeling  &  Lake  Erie  Railway  Company. 

Oliver  Myers  for  Electrical  Workers  &  Building  Trades  Associa- 
tion of  Toledo ;  B.  Q.  Ebright  and  John  J.  Dean  for  National  As- 
sociation of  Machinists  of  Toledo,  Ohio;  and  John  J.  Qainlivan  for 
Toledo  Central  Labor  Union. 

Shvsnth  Sdfpi^hemtal  Report  of  the  Comhibsioh. 

Division  1,  Cohuisbignbrs  McChord,  Aitohison,  and  Liwis. 
Attchison,  Commasaioner.' 

By  orders  issued  in  connection  with  the  original  report,  51 1.  C.  C, 
27S,  and  a  supplemental  report,  58  I.  C.  C,  208,  we  defined  the 
boundary  between  the  United  States  standard  Eastern  and  Central 
time  zones  in  such  a  way  as  to  divide  the  state  of  Ohio  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  just  west  of  Sandusky  and  ezt«iding  in  a 
southerly  and  easterly  direction  through  BeUerue>  Monroeville, 
Man^eld,  Mount  Vernon,  and  Newark,  and  thence  to  a  point  on  the 
Ohio  River,  where  it  is  crossed  by  the  meridian  82°  west.  Under 
the  present  adjustment  the  city  of  Toledo,  Ohio,  ii  included  in  the 
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standard  Central  time  zone.  On  December  8,  1921,  that  city  peti- 
tioned us  to  modify  our  orders  heretofore  entered  so  as  to  include 
Toledo  within  the  standard  Eastern  time  zone.  A  rehearing  has  been 
had,  and  ail  interested  parties  have  been  heard. 

By  our  original  report  and  order  we  fixed  the  boundary  so  as  to 
pass  through  the  city  of  Toledo,  and  prescribed  standard  Central 
time  for  that  municipality.  This  did  not  require  any  change  in  the 
standard  of  time  then  in  use  in  that  city.  Subsequently  the  Com- 
merce Club  of  Toledo  petitioned  us  to  place  Toledo  within  the  limits 
of  the  Eastern  zone.  A  public  hearing  was  held  at  which  it  de- 
veloped that  the  citizens  of  that  municipality  were  unable  to  agree 
among  themselves  upon  either  Central  or  Eastern  time,  and  the  city 
council  took  no  decisive  action  when  the  question  was  before  it.  In 
our  supplemental  report,  63  I.  C.  C,  208,  we  found  upon  the  record 
then  made  that  it  was  not  shown  that  the  greater  convenience  of 
commerce  would  be  served  by  modifying  the  limits  of  the  time  zone 
so  as  to  include  Toledo  within  the  standard  Eastern  time  zone,  and 
denied  the  petition.    New  facts  are  now  before  us. 

On  November  8,  1921,  J;he  council  of  the  city  of  Toledo  submitted 
to  the  voters  the  question  whether  that  city  should  continue  to 
observe  United  States  standard  Central  time  or  adopt  standard  East- 
em  time.  By  a  vote  of  33,604  to  15,519  the  electorate  expressed  a 
preference  for  Eastern  time.  Representatives  of  several  commer- 
cisl  organizations  and  business  institutions  of  Toledo,  testiiied  that 
the  greater  convenience  of  commerce  would  be  served  by  including 
Toledo  within  the  standard  Eastern  time  zone.  Some  opposition 
to  the  petition  was  expressed  by  representatives  of  labor  organiza- 
tions, who  claimed  that  the  use  of  standard  Eastern  time  in  Toledo 
would  result  in  many  people  being  compelled  to  perform  a  consider- 
able portion  of  their  duties  and  labors  before  sunrise,  and  that  this 
was  particularly  objectionable  during  the  cold  winter  months.  Since 
the  election  and  the  adoption  of  a  resolution  by  the  city  council  on 
November  21,  1921,  requesting  us  to  place  Toledo  in  the  Eastern 
time  zone,  that  city  has  observed  the  advanced  standard  of  time 
more  or  less  generally.  It  appears,  however,  that  one  of  the  public 
schools  and  some  of  the  business  institutions  have  changed  their 
hours  of  opening  to  30  minutes  later  than  usual,  so  as  to  be  more 
nearly  on  sun  time.  Standard  Eastern  and  Central  times  at  Toledo 
arc  approximately  34  minutes  faster  and  26  minutes  slower  than  sun 
time,  respectively.  Toledo  is  so  close  to  the  median  line  between  the 
standard-time  meridians  that  the  city  could  be  placed  within  either 
zone  without  material  deformation  of  the  normal  zone  lines. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  present  record  we  find  that  the  greater 
convenience  of  commerce  will  be  served  and  the  intent  of  our  pre* 
ceding  orders  better  effected  by  modifying  our  previous  reports  and  U 
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orders  herein  so  as  to  include  Toledo  within  the  standard  iEastem 
time  zone.  This  will  necessitate  a  slight  change  in  the  present  bound- 
ary line  in  northern  Ohio,  tor  which  no  opposition  has  been  made. 

The  description  of  so  much  of  the  boundary  line  betweeo  the 
United  States  standard  Eastern  and  Central  time  zones  as  defined 
in  Appendix  1  of  the  original  report,  51  I.  C.  C,  287,  288,  and  is 
the  supplemental  report,  53  I.  C.  C,  210,  as  located  within  the  states 
of  Michigan  and  Ohio  will,  therefore,  be  amended  to  read  as  followa: 

Uiohii/an-OMo. — ^Beglonlng  on  the  bonndaiy  line  between  the  United  StatM 
and  Canada  east  of  Port  Huron,  Mich.;  thence  soatherl;  along  tlie  ln[c^ 
national  boundair  line  through  the  St.  Clair  River,  Lake  SL  CUir,  Detroit 
River,  and  Lake  Erie  to  the  intersection  of  the  International  boundary  line 
with  the  boundary  line  betwe^i  the  states  of  Ohio  and  MicUeao ;  tlieace 
westerly  and  southerly  altoiE  the  north  line  of  Ohio  to  the  Ottawa  River; 
thence  southwesterly  aiom;  the  thread  of  tbs  Ottawa  River  to  the  Toledo 
Terminal  Railroad;  thence  westerly,  sontherly,  easterly,  and  northerly  ttnme- 
dlately  and  respectively  south,  east,  north,  and  west  of  and  parallel  with  the 
Toledo  Terminal  Railroad  to  its  intersection  with  the  New  Xott  Centrtl 
Railroad  at  Tickers;  thence  easterly  and  sontherly  Immediately  south  and 
west  of  and  parallel  with  the  New  York  Central  Railroad  to  Monroevllle.  crow- 
luK  In  said  course  the  Lake  Brie  &  Western  Railroad  at  Fremont,  the  Olere- 
land,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  ft  St  Louis  Railway  at  Clyde,  the  New  'iotk,  Chlcaf* 
&  St.  Louis  Railroad,  and  the  line  of  the  Pennsylvania  Company  at  Bellevne; 
thence  southerly  immediately  west  of  and  parallel  with  the  Baltimore  A  Ohio 
Railroad  to  the  northern  boundary  line  of  Perry  county,  near  Bruno.  croBSiog 
in  said  course  the  Baltimore  k  Ohio  Railroad  at  Wlllard,  the  Nortbeni  Ohio 
Railway  at  Plymouth,  the  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  k  St.  Loola  JUUwar 
at  Shelby  Junction,  tbe  Chicago  division  of  the  Pennsylvania  Company,  and 
the  Brie  Railroad  at  Mansfield,  the  lines  of  the  Pennsylvania  Company  at 
Mount  Vernon  and  Newark,  and  the  line  of  the  Baltimore  k  Ohio  at  Newark; 
thence  easterly  and  southerly  along  the  boundary  line  between  Perry  county 
and  Licking  and  Muskingum  counties  to  the  northwest  comer  of  Morgan 
county,  crossing  in  said  course  the  Baltimore  ft  Ohio  Railroad  near  BnuM, 
tbe  Zonesville  k  Western  Railway  near  Fultonham  and  East  Fultonham.  and 
the  Zanesville  division  of  the  Pennsylvania  Company  at  Roseyille;  tbaice 
easterly  along  the  northern  boundary  line  of  Morgan  county  to  the  meridiaa 
82*  west;  thence  south  along  said  meridian  to  the  Ohio  River,  crosaiug  in 
said  course  the  Federal  Valley  Railroad  at  Lewis  and  the  Baltimore  k  Ohio 
Railroad  at  CanaanviUe;  thence  following  the  Ohio  River  along  the  line  be- 
tween Ohio  and  West  Vl^nta  southerly  and  westerly  to  the  jnnctloa  of  tht 
states  of  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  and  Kentucky, 

In  consequence  of  the  change  of  boundary  line  above  indicated, 
tJie  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  &  St  Louis  Railway  will  be  per- 
mitted to  operate  under  standard  Central  time  to  Sandusky  from 
Clyde,  and  the  Lake  Erie  &  Western  RaUroad  from  Fremont.  The 
table  at  the  top  of  page  211  of  tbe  supplemental  report,  63  L  C.  C, 
208,  shall  therefore  be  amended  by  substituting  "  Clyde,  Ohio "  and 
"  Fremont,  Ohio,"  respectively,  for  "  Sandusky  County,  Ohio "  in 
the  two  instances  in  which  the  latter  occurs  therein.  The  Kew  Yori: 
Central  Railroad  from  Toledo,  Ohio,  to  Erie  oounty,  Ohio,  and  to 
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Bellevue,  Ohio,  shall  be  eliminated  from  the  list  of  railroads  named 
at  page  211  of  said  supplemental  report  as  located  Trest  of  the  zone 
boundary  line,  but  as  excepted  from  the  United  States  standard 
Central  time  zone  and  included  within  the  United  Stat«s  standard 
Eastern  time  zone.  Alt  carriers  engaged  in  interstate  commerce 
entering  Toledo  from  the  north,  west,  and  south,  and  the  Toledo  Ter- 
minal Railroad,  may  continue  to  operate  into  the  city  of  Toledo 
under  standard  Central  time,  even  though  a  portion  of  their  several 
lines  will  lie  within  the  United  States  standard  Eastern  time  zone 
as  herein  defined  in  part.  But  in  the  instances  where,  for  operating 
purposes,  carriers  are  herein  permitted  to  carry  the  standard  time 
of  one  zone  into  an  adjoining  zone,  the  Commission  expects  that 
they  will,  in  their  published  advertisements,  their  time  cards,  bul- 
letin boards  in  stations,  and  in  other  like  ways,  show  the  arrival  and 
departure  of  their  trains  with  reference  to  United  States  standard 
time  as  prescribed  for  general  use  in  the  several  communities. 

An  order  will  be  entered  to  carry  these  findings  into  operation, 
effective  at  &  o'clock  ante  meridian  on  April  1,  1922. 


iKVESnOATION   AND   SUSPENSION   DoCKZT   No.    1449. 

CANCELLATION  OF  EATES  ON  WOODEN  PAVING-BLOCK 
MATERIAL  FROM  ALABAMA,  FLORIDA,  AND  GEORGIA 
TO  NORFOLK,  VA.,  ETC. 

BvbnMted  Febrvarj/  4,  13SS.    Decided  March  BS,  19a. 


PropoMd  canctiUtion  of  spedflc  rates  on  wooden  paving-block  material  from 
points  In  Alabama,  Florida,  and  Georgia  to  Norfolk  and  otter  polnta 
tonnd  Justified.    Order  of  suapenilon  vacated. 

Frank  W.  Gwaihmey  for  respondents. 

S.  B.  Coapttick  for  protestant. 

Befobt  of  th£  Commission. 

Division  S,  Coukisbioness  Hall,  Easfmam,  and  Cahfbeix. 
Br  Division  3: 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  December  10,  1921,  respond- 
ents  propose  to  cancel  the  specific  rates  on  wooden  paving-block 
material,  in  carloads,  from  certain  points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  and 
Georgia,  to  Norfolk,  Pig  Point,  Portsmouth,  and  Newport  News, 
Ta.,  and  to  substitute  therefor  the  prevailing  lumber  rates  which 
are  higher.    Upon  protest  of  tix6  Republic  Creosoting  Company, 
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which  manufactures  paving  blocks  and  creosotes  forest  prodncts 
at  Norfolk  and  other  points,  the  operation  of  the  schedulee  was  sos- 
pended  until  May  9,  1922. 

There  is  no  substantial  difference  from  a  transportation  stand* 
point  between  paving-block  material  and  other  lumber.  Its  average 
loading  per  car  is  the  same  from  the  southeast,  about  52,000  poonds. 
Newport  News  generally  takes  the  same  rates  as  Norfolk,  but  the 
movement  of  this  commodity  is  to  Norfolk  proper,  Portsmouth,  and 
other  points  in  the  Norfolk  switching  district.  After  being  sab- 
jected  to  the  processes  of  sawing,  dressing,  and  creosoting,  it  moves 
out  under  the  local  lumber  rates  to  destinations  in  trunk  line  and 
New  England  territories. 

Protestant's  principal  competitors  are  located  at  Atlanta  and 
Savannah,  Ga.,  and  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  where  creosoting-in-trausit 
arrangements  are  in  effect.  Under  these  the  joint  lumber  rate  from 
point  of  origin  to  ultimate  destination,  plus  a  transit  charge,  is 
assessed  on  forest  products  subjected  to  the  creosoting  process. 
Protestant  introduced  evidence  tending  to  show  that  Uie  proposed 
increases  in  the  inbound  rates  to  Norfolk  would  create  so  great  a 
disparity  between  the  total  charges  via  that  point  and  the  charges 
via  competing  points  that  the  Norfolk  plants  would  be  forced  to 
discontinue  operations.  It  admitted  that  a  creosoting-in-transit  ar- 
rangement at  Norfolk  would  remove  this  disparity  and  stated  that 
if  such  an  arrangement  were  established  it  would  have  no  objection 
to  the  proposed  increases.  Since  the  hearing  the  carriers  have  filed 
tariffs  with  us  providing  for  creosoting  in  trdhsit  at  Korfolk.  Under 
the  circumstances  the  cancellation  of  the  specific  inbound  rates  on 
paving-block  material  would  appear  to  be  proper. 

We  find  that  the  suspended  schedules  have  been  justified.  An 
order  will  be  entered  vacating  our  order  of  suspension  and  discon- 
tinuing this  proceeding. 
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MINNESOTA  A  ONTARIO  PAPEB  CO.  V.   N.   P.  RY.  CO. 


No.  11950.* 

MINNESOTA  &  ONTARIO  PAPEH  COMPANY  ET  Ali. 


NORTHERN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  COMPANY  ET  AL. 

Submitted  January  7,  issi.    Decided  Mamh  H.  132t. 


1.  Rates  on  certain  klods  of  p&per  and  pap«r  articles,  ia  carloads,  from  polnte 

In  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  destinations  In  the  west, 
southwest,  and  Mississippi  Valley,  found  unreasonable  and  unduly 
prejudicial.    Reasonable  rates  and  relationship^  prescribed. 

2.  Rates  ttom  certain  other  points  in  Indiana,  IlllnolB,  Missouri,  and  Kansaa 

to  Oklahoma  Olty  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  found  un- 
reasonable.    Reasonable  rates  prescribed  and  r^aratlon  awarded. 

3.  Order  lo  61  I.  0.  G.,  709,  as  modified  In  64  I.  C.  C,  S3,  rescinded. 
Thomaa  L.  PAillips  for  complaintuits  in  No.  11950;  Borders,  Wal- 
ter, Burchmore  ds  CoUin  for  complaioanta  in  No.  11981;  C.  R.  BUI- 
yer  for  complainant  in  No.  12108;  S.  D.  DriacoU  and  F.  J.  Wright 
for  complainants  in  Nos.  11846,  11846  (Sub-No.  1),  and  11864;  and 
A.  E.  Hetm,  P.  A.  Conway,  and  W.  P.  Huston  for  complainants  iu 
No.  11836. 

H.  D.  DriacoU  for  WUIiamson-Halseil-Frazier  Company;  A.  3. 
CampbeU  and  Wilbur  LaRoe,  jr.,  for  International  Paper  Company; 
Wilbur  LaRoe,  jr.,  for  Continantal  Bag  &  Paper  Company;  and 
Frcmk  A.  Lariah  for  Michigan  Paper  Mills  Traffic  Association, 
interveners. 

Charles  E.  Elmquitt,  L.  M.  Shepardton,  B.  D.  DriaeoU,  Ed  P. 
Byara,  0.  G.  Pratt,  Oliver  E.  Sweet,  Daniel  L.  KeUey,  C.  B.  Bee, 
R.  W.  CampbeU,  C.  C.  Furguson,  T.  B.  Dooling,  E.  F.  Brown,  W.  N. 
Webb,  C.  B.  HUlyer,  W.  D.  Burlburt,  T.  T.  Webster,  D.  D.  Devine, 
and  E.  N.  Adams  for  various  interveners. 

B.  W.  Scandrett,  F.  6.  DorePy,  A.  H.  Loasow,  R.  H.  Widdicombe, 
J.  N.  Davis,  T.  J.  Norton,  F.  E.  Andrews,  H.  L.  McCraeken,  M.  O. 
Roberts,  Robert  N.  Nash,  George  E.  Sohnitser,  B.  F.  E.  Marsh,  C.  G, 
P.  Rausch,  R.  C.  TroviUion,  J.  C.  LaCoete,  A.  B.  Enoch,  C.  S.  Burg, 
and  H.  0.  Serbel  for  defendants. 

'  Thla  report  also  iDcladu  No.  119S1,  Lak«  Superlot  Paiwr  Companr  *t  a),  v.  Ahaaitn 
k  Wcatern  Railway  Compsnr  M  at. ;  No.  1S108.  WtaceDaln  TraOe  AiaoclatlOD  c.  Cbicaia  4 
Nortb  WMtem  Railway  CompiUT  et  il. ;  Mo.  IIBSS.  Wichita  Eloard  of  Commara  at  at.  «. 
Director  Qcocral.  ai  Agtat,  Ft  at,;  No.  llMfl,  Oklaboma  Pabllahtni  Compan/  et  aL 
V.  Director  General,  as  Agtat.  et  al. ;  No.  ]1846  <8ub-Na.  1),  TlmM  PutillihlDi  CompaDr 
•t  al.  V.  Director  General,  aa  Aient,  et  al.;  No.  11M4,  Oklalioma  Paper  Compaaj  et  aL 
V.  Urector  General,  aa  Aient,  et  al. ;  and  No.  11038,  Lake  Bnperlor  Paper  Conwaiv  at  al. 
•.  Dlieetor  Oenenl,  as  AcMt,  et  at. 

86  Lca 


^cibyGoOl^lc 


572  INTEKSTATB  GOMUEKCB  COMIflSSIOK  BXPOXTU. 

KbFOBT  of  the  C0MUI8BION. 

D1VI810K  4,  CoMuissioNEBa  Meter,  Eastman,  and  Potteb. 

Eastman,  CommiaBioner: 

These  cases  are  related  and  will  be  disposed  of  in  one  report. 
Upon  consideration  of  the  exceptions  filed  we  have  reached  conclu- 
sions which  differ  in  some  respects  from  those  suggested  by  the 
examiners  in  their  proposed  report, 

Nos.  11950,  11981,  and  12108  were  brought  by  numerous  manu- 
facturers of  paper  and  paper  articles.  They  were  heard  together 
and  present  the  following  issues:  No,  11960,  the  reasonableness  of 
the  rates  on  newsprint  from  International  Falls,  Minn.,  and  Fort 
Frances,  Ontario,  to  points  west  and  south  of  the  Missouri  River 
in  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Arkansas,  and 
Louisiana ;  No.  11981,  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  on  newsprint 
from  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Ontario,  hereinafter  catted  the  Soo,  to  points 
west  and  south  of  the  Missouri  Biver  in  the  states  named  and  to 
Colorado  common  points;  and  No.  12108,  the  reasonableness  of  the 
rates  on  newsprint,  printing  or  book  paper,  wrapping  paper,  writing 
paper,  toilet  paper,  and  other  paper  articles,  from  the  Fox  Biver 
group  in  Wisconsin  to  all  destinations  included  in  the  two  other 
cases,  and  to  points  in  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Wisconsin,  northern  Michigan,  Illinois,  Iowa,  eastern  Missouri,  anu 
the  lower  Mississippi  Valley,  including  Memphis,  Tenn.,  New  Or- 
leans, La,,  and  other  points,  and  the  relationship  of  such  rates  to 
the  corresponding  rates  from  International  Falls,  the  Soo,  and  other 
paper-producing  points  in  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  and  upper  Michi- 
gan. Complainants  in  No.  12108  also  pray  for  a  dinsion  of  paper 
and  paper  articles  into  three  groups,  the  rate  on  printing  or  book 
and  wrapping  paper,  hereinafter  termed  printing  paper,  to  be  higher 
than  on  newsprint,  and  the  rate  on  writing  and  toilet  paper,  herein- 
after termed  writing  paper,  to  be  higher  than  on  printing  paper. 
In  general,  in  this  western  territory,  the  same  rate  has  applied  to 
all  kinds  and  grades  of  paper.  No.  12108  further  brings  in  issue 
the  minimum  carload  wMghts  on  paper  and  paper  articles  and  the 
rule  governing  shipmente  in  mixed  carloads.  The  complainante  in 
each  of  these  three  cases  have  intervened  in  the  otiier  two.  There 
are  numerous  other  interveners. 

The  three  other  complaints  were  brought  by  consumers  of  paper  at 
Wichita,  Kans.,  Oklahoma  City,  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.  They  were 
heard  separately  and  present  the  following  issues:  No.  11880,  the 
reasonableness  and  relationship  of  the  rates  on  newsprint  ftcaa. 
pointe  in  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin,  Chicago,  111.,  and  points  taking 
the  same  rates,  Alexandria,  Ind.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Fort  FruioeB, 
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Ontario,  to  Wichita ;  No.  11846  and  Sub-No.  1,  tiie  reasonableness  and 
relationship  of  the  rates  on  newsprint  from  the  points  of  origin 
named  in  No.  11836  and  from  Oroos,  Manistique,  and  Muntsing,  Mich., 
Sturgeon  Falls,  Ontario,  the  Soo,  and  points  basing  thereon,  to  Okla- 
homa City  and  Okmulgee;  and  No.  11864,  the  reasonableness  and  re- 
lationship of  the  rates  on  various  kinds  of  paper  and  paper  articles 
from  points  in  Minnesota,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Missouri,  Kansas, 
and  Wisconsin  to  Oklahoma  Citj.   Reparation  is  asked  in  these  cases. 

Little  objection  has  been  offered  to  the  grouping  of  paper  and  paper 
articles  proposed  bycomplainants  in  No.  12108.  The  Continental  Bag 
&  Paper  Company,  intervener,  contends  that  printed  as  well  as  un- 
printed  paper  bags  should  be  grouped  vrith  printing  paper  instead  of 
with  writing  paper.  Printing  increases  the  value  by  about  10  per 
cent.  The  two  kinds  of  bags  are  frequently  shipped  together,  and  in 
such  instances  any  higher  rate  on  the  printed  bags  would  apply  to 
the  entire  shipment.  In  our  opinion  the  record  does  not  justify  higher 
rates  on  printed  than  on  unprinted  bags. 

Complainants  in  No.  12108  suggest  a  minimum  carload  weight  of 
48,000  pounds  for  newsprint.  Complainants  in  the  other  cases  ob- 
ject, because  small  cars  are  frequently  furnished  and  also  because 
purchasers  are  often  unable  to  handle  so  large  a  quantity.  Defend- 
ants suggest  a  minimum  of  40,000  poimds  for  application  in  all  in- 
stances except  where  the  present  minimum  is  greater.  No  valid  ob- 
jection has  been  made  to  this  suggestion  or  to  the  proposed  mixed- 
carload  rule. 

We  approve  the  grouping  of  paper  and  paper  articles  here  in  issue, 
minimum  carload  weights,  and  mixed-carload  rule  set  forth  below: 

Orovpiing  of  papei-  and  paper  arttclet,  in  boxet,  tmrutlet,  oralea,  or  rollt  (n«t 

printed  or  impriiUed,  tmleaa  to  epecifled). 
Group  1: 

Newsprint 

Wall  paper,  blank,  nnflnlshed. 
Oroap  2: 

Printing,  other  than  newsprint 

Wrapping,  other  tlian  cloth  lined,  oiled,  waxed,  grease  proof,  paraffined,  or 
roaln  gtuxei. 

Wrappers. 

Bags. 

Bags,  printed. 

Blotting. 

Cardboard. 

Docnment  manlla. 

Bozea  or  cartons,  pnlpboard  or  sttawboard,  plain  or  corrugated,  Imocked 

Ltnings,  ice-cream  can. 
Boxes,  knocked  down. 
Binder  board. 
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OroDp  S: 
Writing,  other  than  folded. 
Toilet 
Toweling. 
Towels. 
Napkloa. 
Paper  and  paper  articles,  in  boxes,  bundles,  crates,  or  rolls,  tIx,  wrappiiil^ 

oiled,  clotb  Ilnetl.  pnrafBned,  waxed,  rosin  glased,  or  grease  prooL 
Paper  tablets,  not  printed. 
Wrappers,  printed,  exclnslTS  of  labels. 
Bottle  wrappers,  plain,  corrugated,  or  Indented. 
Order  blanka,  printed. 

Minimum  carload  loHffhta. 
Group  1—40,000  pounds. 
Oronp  2 — 40,000  pounds. 
Qroup  8 — S6,O0O  pounds,  ^cept  that  tbe  minimum  on  paper  towdlns,  towtls, 

napkins,  and  toilet  paper  shall  be  24,000  pounds,  subject  to  mle  34,  ccmsoU- 

dated  classification. 

Jftoed-corload  rale. 
Articles  listed  in  groups  1,  2,  and  S  abore  may  be  shipped  In  mixed  carloads 

subject  to  the  following  rule:  Tbe  highest  rate  on  any  article  In  the  car  and 

also  the  htgbeat  minimum  carlnad  weight  on  any  su<4t  article  shall  apply  od 

the  entire  shipment. 

There  is  difference  of  opinion  as  to  which  of  the  above-described 
g;roups  of  paper  should  be  the  basic  group,  and  concerning  the  rela- 
tionships of  the  rates  on  the  two  other  groups  to  the  basic  rates.  Com- 
plainants in  No.  12108  produce  more  printing  paper  than  newsprint* 
and  propose  to  make  the  rates  on  printing  paper  the  basic  rates,  the 
rates  on  newsprint  to  be  20  per  cent  lower  and  the  rates  on  writing 

•  In  1614.  tb<  lait  jttT  tar  wblch  cmnii  reports  an  BTallabIc,  tbe  conntrr'a  paper  pre- 
doctlon  w*i  S.GS0,O4e  tODi,  dlTlded,  In  percentasM.  nawiprint  ST,  pristine  26.1,  wimpplns 
34.8,  wrttlni  O.C,  tlaise  8.S,  hanilni  Z.T,  blottlos  0.4,  and  poater  0.2.  In  1820  tbe 
Bcwiprlnt  preductloa,  accordlni  to  Federal  Trade  CoDmlBSloii  reports,  vaa  I,GI1.MS  tona 

Tba  annnal  eapaeitj  of  tlia  Ulnneaota  miUa,  InelndlBB  thoae  at  InternatloDa]  Falla 
and  Fort  Franeea.  la  160,000  tona.  In  1S20  tba  two  polnta  named  abipped  to  tbe  tenl- 
tar/  coTcred  by  So,  119fi0  48.S81  torn  at  newiprtut  paper.  dlTlded.  b;  tana,  Arfcaaias 
1,861.  Kaniai  14,S2T,  Lsnlilaia  (New  Orleana)  D.MB,  Misaoarl  8.671  (T,D43  to  St.  Loatt 
and  Kanaaa  CIlj).  Nebrmika  e.STl,  Oklahooia  8.386.  and  Texan  1,820. 

Tbe  anoaal  eapadtr  ot  tba  mllli  at  tba  Boo  li  ST.GZO  tons.  In  1820  tfaelr  product 
WB*  ablpped  to  Iflcblfan,  Ohio,  Indiana.  Eentueky.  IIUboIb,  Minnesota.  Iowa,  liIaM>nrL 
Nebraika.  Kanaii.  Oklabonl,  Arkanaaa,  Loalalana,  Ttiaa,  and  Colorado,  and  was  abont 
eTeolr  divided  between  polnta  enat  and  west  af  tba  Indlana-Illlaola  atata  line.  Laaa  tbtn 
10  per  cent  of  tba  tonnaie  to  polnta  weat  of  tbat  line  w«at  to  tbe  polnta  en  the  Uleaoarl 
aiTtt  BBd  bejand  eabraced  In  No.  11981. 

The  BBniial  eapacity  of  the  mllla  of  tbe  Wlaeonaln  Traflc  AaaodaUon.  nmpl«lBBnt>  In 
No.  13108,  Inclodlns  leme  mllla  In  Hlchlfan.  la  80e,BO0  tans.  In  1920  tbea*  nUla 
shipped  4T2,2Sa  tone  of  paper,  divided.  Is  pereeBtasea,  new^rlat  20.6,  printlna '  SO'f. 
wrapplnf  32.3,  (rrltlni  T,  and  paper  ban  1'  Of  tbis  tannafe  tS.P  per  cent,  or  32D.8ST 
tana,  went  to  the  terrJtary  of  dtatinatioB  embraced  In  No.  12108.  divided,  br  percentncea: 
WlaeenslB  and  upper  Ulrhifaa  11.4,  TUInota  and  adjaeeat  Ulsitaslppl  Rlrer  points  43.EI, 
UlnaeseU  8.4,  Daketaa  6.6.  Itlaaonrl  KlTcr  eltlea,  Stan  Cltr  M  Xanaai  Citr,  24.S.  Intarler 
law*  4.3,  Ulaaanrl  1.1,  Kanaaa,  Nebraska,  Calorade.  and  WT«mln<  8.8,  Arkamaan,  OUa- 
hona,  aad  weatem  LanSsUna  S.t,  Taiu  1.8,  and  Waaiwtpvl  TsUar  2.9. 
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paper  to  be  26  per  cent  higher.  Otherwise  stated,  they  propose  rates 
on  printing  paper  80  per  cent  of  those  on  writing  paper,  and  rates 
on  newsprint  80  per  cent  of  those  on  printing  paper.  Defendants  pro- 
pose to  fix  the  rates  on  newsprint  and  then  to  add  differentials  of  3.^ 
and  8.6  cents  to  make  the  rates  on  printing  and  writing  paper,  re- 
spectively. 

Complainants'  proposal  is  based  largely  on  Official  Classification 
Sates  on  Paper,  38  I.  C.  C,  120,  where  we  approved  a  commodity 
rate  of  20  cents  on  newsprint  and  the  sisth-class  rate  of  25.3  cents 
on  printing  paper  from  producing  points  in  New  England  and  New 
York  to  Chicago  over  the  so-called  differential  lines,  the  correspond- 
ing fifth-class  rate  applicable  on  writing  paper  at  that  time  being 
31.S  cents.  The  percentage  relationships  of  these  rates  are  the  same 
as  suggested  by  complainants.  The  20-cent  rate  on  newsprint  found 
reasonable  in  that  case,  however,  was  a  blanket  rate  applicable  from 
a  very  extensive  territory  of  origin  in  this  country  and  in  Canada, 
and  rates  on  writing  paper  were  not  there  in  issue.  It  does  not  neces- 
sarily follow  that  these  percentage  relationships  are  appropriate  or 
teasonable  under  the  conditions  here  presented.  As  stated,  the  rates 
throughoitt  the  territory  herein  considered  have  been.and  are  largely 
the  same  on  paper  of  all  kinds.  In  instances  where  the  rates  are  not 
the  same  the  differences  are  usually  slight.  The  application  of  these 
percentages  to  the  TS-ceut  rate  on  newsprint  from  the  Fox  Klver 
mills  to  Denver,  Colo.,  hereinafter  prescribed,  would  result  in  rates 
of  94  cents  on  printing  paper  and  $1.17  on  writing  paper.  The  rates 
to  Texas  common  points  would  be  82  cents,  $1,025,  and  $1.28,  re- 
spectively. Such  differences  are  not  warranted  by  considerations  of 
value,  loading,  or  other  conditions  of  transportatron.  We  find  that  the 
rates  on  newsprint  (group  I)  should  be  the  basic  rates,  and  that  the 
rates  on  printing  and  writing  paper  (groups  2  and  3)  should  not 
exceed  110  and  133^  per  cent,  respectively,  of  the  newsprint  rates. 

The  origin  and  destination  territories  covered  by  these  complaints 
are  largely  the  same  as  those  considered  in  LaJce  Superior  Paper  Co. 
V.  Director  General,  61 1.  C.  C,  709,  64  I.  C.  C,  33,  hereinafter  called 
the  LaJce  Superior  Case.  In  that  case  we  prescribed  certain  differ- 
enUal  relationships  between  the  rates  on  newsprint  from  the  Soo,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  from  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  and  ISIichigan  groups 
Or  producing  points,  on  the  other,  to  destinations  in  Wisconsin,  Illi- 
nois, Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Colorado  to  Shreveport  and  New 
Orleans,  La.,  and  to  Memphis,  Tenn.  We  described  the  Fox  River 
group,  comprising  points  on  the  Fox  and  Wisconsin  rivers  in  eastern 
and  central  Wisconsin,  as  including  Menasha,  Nekoosa,  Marinette, 
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Merrill,  Neenah,  Kimberly,  Appleton,  Combined  Locks,  Port  Ed- 
wards, Grand  Kapids,  Stevens  Point,  and  Rothschild,  Wis.;  the 
northern  Wisconsin  group,  comprising  points  north  and  west  of  the 
Fox  River  group,  as  including  Eau  Claire,  Ladysmith,  Park  Palls, 
Tomahawk,  and  Bhinelander,  Wis.,  and  Quinnesec,  Mich. ;  and  the 
Minnesota  group,  lying  to  the  west  of  the  northern  Wisconsin  groap, 
as  including  ^rtell,  Little  Falls,  Brainerd,  Grand  Rapids,  and 
Cloquet,  Minn.  It  was  also  shown  that  the  mills  operated  at  Inter- 
national Falls  and  Fort  Frances  and  at  the  Soo  and  the  mills  at  Groos 
and  Manistique  in  the  upper  peninsula  of  Michigan  are  not  inclnded 
within  any  group.  The  Fox  River  group  was  taken  as  the  basic 
group  and  certain  differential  relationships  were  fixed  for  the  other 
groups  or  producing  points.  We  did  not  prescribe  rates  from  any 
group,  as  only  relationships  were  in  issue;  nor  were  relationships 
prescribed  from  Groos,  Manistique,  and  Muniaing  to  any  point,  or 
from  any  of  the  groups  or  producing  points  to  certain  of  the  destina- 
tions and  territories  included  in  the  present  complaints. 

Defendants  suggest  an  origin  group  relationship  different  from 
that  prescribed  in  the  Lake  Superior  Case.  They  agree  that  the  Fox 
River  group  should  be  the  basic  group,  but  propose  to  make  the  rates 
from  (iie  other  groups  differentials  higher  or  lower,  corresponding 
to  the  spreads  in  the  zone-A  sixth-class  rates  for  the  respective  dis- 
tances under  the  central  territory  class-rate  scale.  For  example,  they 
propose  a  rate  of  18  cents  from  the  Fox  River  group  to  Chicago,  an 
average  distance  of  234  miles.  The  average  distance  from  the  north- 
em  Wisconsin  group  to  Chicago  is  313  miles.  To  the  18-cent  rate 
they  would  add  the  difference  between  the  sixth-class  rates  for  234 
miles  and  313  miles  under  the  central  territory  scale  to  make  the  rate 
from  the  northern  Wisconsin  group. 

The  International  Falls  complainant  objects  to  any  differential 
relationship  that  would  necessitate  changes  in  rates  from  the  other 
groups  when  rates  from  the  basic  group  are  changed;  or  that  would 
require  a  complaint  against  the  rates  from  the  ba^c  group  to  correct 
maladjustments  of  the  rates  from  the  other  groups.  It  shows  that 
rates  from  International  Falls  and  Fort  Frances  have  been  and  are 
published  as  specific  rates  and  not  in  the  form  of  differentials  higher 
or  lower  than  the  rates  from  any  other  group. 

It  is  clear,  however,  that  the  producing  points  under  consideration 
are  in  most  cases  in  active  and  in  all  cases  in  potential  competititm 
in  the  destination  territory  involved,  and  a  relationship  of  rates  is 
sought  which  will  be  free  from  undue  preference  or  prejudice.  We 
have  been  unable  to  discover  any  better  way  of  meeting  this  issue 
than  by  the  selection  of  one  origin  group  as  the  basic  group  and 
the  use  of  differentials.    The  record  shows  that  in  general  the  dif- 
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ferential  relmtionships  prescribed  in  the  Lake  Superior  Case  were 
proper,  but  it  discloses  necessity  for  certain  modifications  and  exten- 
sions. For  that  reason  the  Lake  Superior  Oage  has  been  reopened 
for  further  consideration  and  the  order  entered  in  that  case  is  re- 
scinded by  the  order  entered  herein.  In  making  a  comprehensive 
readjustment  of  the  rates  attacked,  we  shall,  therefore,  fix  reasonable 
maximum  rates  on  newsprint  from  the  Fox  River  group  to  repre- 
sentative destinations  and  apply  the  differentials  from  other  groups 
or  producing  points  and  the  percentage  relationships  on  other  kinds 
of  paper  herein  prescribed.  It  is  not  intended,  however,  that  these 
differentials  shall  remain  fixed  in  amonnt  in  case  of  any  subsequent 
increase  or  reduction  in  the  basic  rates,  but  that  they  shall  at  such 
time  be  increased  or  reduced  by  a  corresponding  percentage. 

Some  of  the  rates  attacked  we  have  reviewed  in  other,  proceedings. 
In  i/ichigan  Paper  Mitlg  Traffu!  Asso.  v.  A.,  T.  c6  S.  F.  By.  Co.,  69 
I.  C  (.'.,  649,  we  found  that  the  rates  on  printing  paper  and  waxed 
wrapping  paper  from  certain  Michigan  points  to  a  number  of  destina- 
tions in  northern  Illinois  were  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  Michigan 
producers  and  unduly  preferential  of  competing  points  in  the  Fox 
Biver  group.  Defendants  corrected  the  situation  by  increasing  the 
rates  from  the  Fox  River  group  to  the  Michigan  basis,  resulting  in 
a  rate  of  21.5  cents  on  printing  paper  from  the  Fox  River  group  to 
Evanston,  111.  The  rate  to  Chicago  was  likewise  increased  to  21.K 
cents  in  order  to  avoid  a  fourth  section  departure.  The  reasonable- 
ness of  the  rates  so  established  we  did  not  consider.  In  Tribune  Co. 
v.  O.  N.  Ry.  Co.,  53  I.  C.  C,  746,  the  rate  on  newsprint  from  Inter- 
national  Falls  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  then  the  same  as  to  Omaha,  Nebr., 
was  lound  not  unreasonable,  but  to  be  unduly  prejudicial  to  the 
extent  that  it  exceeded  a  rate  3  cents  lower  than  the  rat«  to  Omaha, 
or  exceeded  the  contemporaneous  rate  to  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  In 
Phoenix  PrinHng  Co.  v.  M.,  K.  c6  T.  Ry.  Co.,  31  I.  C.  C,  289.  and 
AdUta  Paper  Co.  \.  C.  ds  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.,  31 1.  0.  C,  847,  rates  based 
on  the  ton-mile  earnings  to  Joplin,  Mo,,  were  prescribed  oa  newsprint 
and  wrapping  paper,  respectively,  from  certain  Wisconsin  and  Mich- 
igan mills  to  Muskogee,  Okla.  In  World  PuhUihiTig  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  68  I.  C  C,  491,  the  Joplin  ton-mile  basis  was  extended  to 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  on  newsprint,  wrapping,  and  toilet  paper  from  certain 
Minnesota  and  Wisconsin  points.  It  was  there  stated  that  the  "  rela- 
tive basis  per  ton-mile  can  be  applied  to  any  rate  '  contemporaneously 
maintained  to  Joplin  *  and  need  not  be  limited,  as  maxima,  to  those 
under  the  present  rate  to  Joplin."  Since  the  decision  in  that  case  the 
Joplin  rates  have  been  increased  as  authorized  in  general  order  No. 
28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  and  by  us  on  July  29, 1920. 
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Defendants  contend,  however,  that  the  Joplin  rata  is,  and  for  many 
years  has  been,  subnormal.  In  Gazette  PuhlUhmg  Co.  v.  B.  F.  A 
I.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  58  I.  0.  C,  B03,  rates  on  newsprint  from  International 
Falls  and  certain  Wisconsin  points  to  Little  Bock,  Ark.,  were  found 
not  unreasonable,  notwithstanding  complainant's  omtention  respect- 
ing the  greater  progression  of  increase  beyond  St.  Louis  than  to  St 
Louia  In  Wichita  Traf^  B-ureau  ▼.  J.,  T.  <&  S.  F.  By,  Co.,  51 
I.  C  C,  505,  complainant  asked  us  to  extend  the  Kansas  City  ton- 
mile  basis  to  Wichita  on  newsprint  paper  from  International  Falls, 
Grand  Rapids,  Little  Fails,  and  Sartell,  Minn.,  and  Chicago,  111.,  and 
cited  the  Phoenia  Printing  Gompony  Case,  supra.  We  denied  the 
request  and  prescribed  rates  on  a  somewhat  higher  basis,  upon  the 
ground  that  conditions  justified  relatively  lower  rates  east  than  west 
of  the  Missouri  River,  as  shown  in  State  of  Kansas  v.  A.,  T.  <& 
8.  F.  By.  Co.,  27  I.  C.  C,  678. 

Various  suggestions  have  been  offered  as  to  the  proper  manner  of 
readjusting  the  rates  attacked.  Complainants'  suggestions  in  re- 
spect of  rates  to  the  southwest  are  based  largely  on  an  extension  of 
the  Joplin  ton-mile  basis.  The  International  Falls  complainant  pro- 
poses a  division  of  the  territory  south  and  west  of  the  Missouri  River 
and  St.  Louis  into  zones,  ttie  width  of  each  of  the  first  three  zones 
being  100  miles,  and  of  the  others,  150,  250,  and  300  miles,  respec- 
tively. The  last  two  zones  would  include  most  of  the  state  of  Texas. 
Joplin  and  Muskogee  are  in  about  the  center  of  the  second  and  third 
zones,  respectively.  In  the  cases  cited  the  extension  of  the  Joplin 
ton-mile  basis  made  the  rate  to  Muskogee  4  cents  higher  than  to 
Joplin.  Taking  into  consideration  the  general  increases  authorized 
by  us  on  July  29, 1920,  this  complainant  proposes  to  add  5.6  cents  for 
each  zone  south  of  the  one  in  which  Mu^ogee  is  situated.  The 
greater  width  of  the  more  distant  zones  woold  result  in  ton-mile 
earnings  decreasing  with  distance.  Modifications  of  the  plan  are 
suf^sted  to  take  care  of  rate-making  influences  such  as  the  Missouri 
and  Mississippi  River  adjustments,  recognized  groupings  of  destina- 
tions like  the  Beaumont- Houston  group,  and  the  fourth  section. 

The  Soo  complainant  proposes  no  specific  rates  or  basis  of  rat«s,  but 
presents  elaborate  maps  and  rate  statements  which  stress  the  greater 
progression  in  rates  and  ton-mile  earnings  to  points  south  and  west 
of  the  Missouri  River  than  to  the  Missouri  River. 

The  Fox  River  complainant  suggests  specific  rates  to  the  more  im- 
portant destinations,  which  are  said  to  be  based  on  the  transportation 
and  commercial  conditions  affecting  particular  rates  rather  than  on 
any  arbitrary  general  basis.  It  contends  that  the  present  war-time 
rates  should  now  be  reduced  to  a  point  which  will  permit  the  traffic 
to  move  more  freely  under  existing  conditions  of  industrial  depres- 
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non.  Its  Buggested  rates  on  nevsprint  from  the  Fox  River  group 
include  12  cents  to  Chicago  and  24  cents  to  the  Missouri  River,  in 
lieu  of  the  present  rates  of  17  and  34  cents.  To  points  beyond  the 
Missouri  River  in  Nebraska  and  Kansas  it  proposes  rates  which 
would  yidd  somewbat  greater  ton-mile  earnings  than  the  rates  to  the 
Missouri  Rivn*.  To  points  in  Oklahoma  it  proposes  rates  based 
on  the  ton-mile  earnings  to  Joplin  tinder  a  proposed  rate  of  38  cents. 
The  pnsent  rate  to  Joplin  is  52.S  cents.  To  points  in  Arkansas  and 
Texas  its  proposed  rates  are  on  a  somewhat  higher  relative  level 
than  the  proposed  rate  to  Joplin. 

One  group  of  defendants,  hereinafter  called  the  western  trunk 
lines,  submitted  evidence  regarding  the  rates  to  Chicago  and  points 
west  thereof  to  the  Ikfissouri  River  and  to  South  Dakota  and  Nebraska. 
Another  group,  hereinafter  called  the  sonthwestem  lines,  dealt  with 
the  rates  to  the  Missouri  River  and  the  territory  south  and  west 
thereof  in  Kansas,  Colorado,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  Arkansas,  Louisi- 
ana, and  Texas. 

The  readjustment  su^fested  by  the  western  trunk  lines  is  based 
largely  on  proposed  rates  on  newsprint  from  the  Fox  River  group 
to  Chicago,  St.  Louis,  and  the  Missouri  Kver  cities,  which  are  1 
cent  higher  than  the  present  rat«s  of  17,  27,  and  84  cents,  respec- 
tively. The  proposed  rate  to  Chicago  was  determined  by  deducting 
from  the  rate  of  21.6  cents  on  printing  paper,  establi^ed  from 
certain  Fox  River  points  to  Chicago  following  the  Michigan  Paper 
MUU  Traffic  Aato,  Cote,  aupra,  the  fixed  differential  of  8.5  cents  pro- 
posed by  def^dants  for  printing  paper  over  newsprint  The  pro- 
posed rates  from. the  Fox  River  and  other  groups  to  other  points 
in  vrestem  trunk  line  territory  are  likewise  higher  in  many  instances 
than  the  present  rates.  The  proposed  rates  on  newsprint  to  certain 
points  are  lower  than  the  present  rates,  but  the  points  to  which 
increased  rates  are  proposed  afford  a  market  for  the  greater  part 
of  complainants'  output.  Other  kinds  of  paper  would  be  subject  to 
still  greater  increases  under  the  grouping  of  paper  and  paper  prod- 
ucts hereinbefore  approved. 

The  southwestern  lines  contend  that  the  rate  from  the  Fox  River 
group  to  the  Missouri  River  should  be  increased  to  40  cents.  The 
basis  stated  for  that  contention  is  as  follows:  Paper  articles  are 
rated  fifth  class  within  western  territory.  The  fifth-class  rate  of 
46  cents  to  Kansas  City  is  only  34  per  cent  of  ttie  first-class  rate  of 
$1.86  to  Kansas  Cify,  but  should  be  a  higher  percentage.  Between 
New  York  and  Chicago  the  fifth-class  rate  is  40  per  cent  of  the  first- 
elaas  rate.  Therefore  40  per  cent  of  the  first-class  rate  to  Kansas 
City,  or  54  cents,  would  be  s  reasonable  fifth-class  rate  to  Kansas 
City,  and  the  fifth-class  rate  should  apply  on  writing  paper,    Th« 
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present  ctnnmodity  rate  of  34  centa  on  newsprint  is  about  73^  per 
cent  of  the  present  fifth-claEs  rate  of  46  cents.  Therefore  73^  per 
cent  of  the  suggested  reasonable  fifth-class  rate  of  64  cents,  amount- 
ing  to  40  cents,  would  be  reasonable  on  newsprint  These  defendants 
suggest  that  rates  on  newsprint  to  other  points  be  made  as  follows: 
To  Tulsa,  Okla.,  Emporia,  Concordia,  Great  Bond,  and  I>odge  City, 
Kans.,  Hot  Springs,  Eldorado,  and  Tezarkana,  Ark.,  Monroe,  Shreve- 
port,  and  Alexandria,  La.,  and  Texas  common  points,  73^  per  cent 
of  fifth  class ;  to  Joplin,  Mo.,  Fort  Scott,  Coffeyrille,  Widiita,  Hutdi- 
inson,  Salina,  and  Arkansas  City,  Kana,  Oklahoma  City  and  Axd* 
more,  Okla.,  rates  yielding  the  same  ton-mile  earnings,  16.23  mills, 
as  the  proposed  rate  to  Tulsa;  to  Muskogee,  Okla.,  and  Fort  Smith, 
Ark.,  the  same  rate  as  to  Tulsa;  to  Springfield,  Mo.,  the  same  rate 
as  to  Fort  Soott ;  to  McAlester,  Guthrie,  and  Enid,  Okla.,  the  same 
rate  as  to  Oklahoma  City ;  and  to  Jonesboro,  Forrest  City,  and  Little 
Sock,  Ark.,  the  same  rate  as  to  Fort  Smith,  because  of  foarth  section 
requirements.  They  propose  no  change  in  the  rates  to  Colorado 
common  points. 

The  readjustment  proposed  by  the  southwestern  lines  coafomu 
substantially  with  the  recommendations  made  in  1919  by  two  of  the 
carrier  members  of  a  committee,  consisting  of  three  carrier  and  three 
shipper  represraitatives,  appointed  by  the  United  States  Railroad 
Administration  to  suggest  an  appropriate  general  revision  of  south- 
western paper  rates,  following  the  World  Publishing  Company  Case, 
tufTO.  It  will  be  observed  that  this  basis  rests  upon  the  premise 
that  the  iifth-class  rates  to  Kansas  City  and  Joplin  are  too  low,  and 
that  the  fifth-class  rate  to  Tulsa  more  nearly  approaches  a  normal 
basis  and  should  govern  the  rates  to  points  in  surrounding  territory. 
On  the  other  hand,  one  of  the  complainants  would  base  the  read- 
justment on  existing  Joplin  rates,  anothra  on  proposed  reduced 
Joplin  rates,  while  the  third  makes  no  specific  suggestions,  but  relies 
upon  the  greater  prc^^ression  in  rates  and  ton-mile  earnings  beyond 
the  Missouri  River  to  show  that  the  present  rates  are  unreasonable. 

The  record  includes  comparisons  of  the  tonnage  densities  of  lines 
to  and  from  the  Missouri  River,  of  rates  on  paper  between  the 
points  under  consideration  with  rates  on  paper  between  other  points, 
and  with  rates  on  iron  and  steel  articles,  canned  goods,  lumber,  and 
other  commodities.  The  relationships  of  the  rates  on  paper  and 
other  articles  to  the  first-class  and  fifth-class  ratee  are  also  shown. 

Manifestly  the  rate  on  newsprint  from  the  Fox  River  group  to 
Chicago  is  a  very  important  factor  to  be  considered  in  any  gen- 
eral readjustment  of  the  rates  attacked.  Defendants  assert  that  the 
rate  of  10  cents  in  effect  prior  to  the  increases  under  general  order 
No.  28  was  nude  to  meet  the  competition  of  paper  from  the  east 
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moving  under  a  rate  of  18  cents.  Evidence  offered  by  the  Fox  River 
complainant,  however,  indicates  that  the  former  rate  antedated  the 
latter.  The  increases  authorized  by  general  order  No.  28  and  by  us 
on  July  29,  1920,  resulted  in  the  present  tate  of  17  cents.  The 
18-cent  rate  from  the  east  has  in  the  meantime  been  increased  to  43 
cents.  The  present  rates  from  the  Fox  River  gronp  and  the  east 
to  Chicago  represent  increases  of  70  and  139  per  cent,  respectively, 
over  the  former  rates.  Interveners  representing  eastern  manu< 
facturers  of  paper  protest  against  any  reduction  in  the  rate  from 
the  Fox  River  group  to  Chicago,  because  Af  its  alleged  relationship 
to  their  rate,  and  of  the  effect  which  they  anticipate  a  reduction 
would  have  upon  the  general  fabric  of  paper  rates  in  official  terri- 
tory.  As  already  stated,  we  approved  sixth  class  on  printing  paper 
and  commodity  rates  approximately  80  per  cent  of  sixth  class  on 
newsprint  in  0-fJicial  Clasaification  Rates  on  Paper,  supra.  The 
Michigan  Paper  Mills  Traffic  Association,  intervener,  asserts  that 
the  sixth-class  basis  has  not  been  uniformly  or  even  generally  ap- 
plied following  that  decision,  and  that  Michigan  and  Ohio  mills  are 
the  only  ones  that  uniformly  pay  sixth-class  rates  on  printing  paper 
to  all  points  in  ofRcial  territory.  This  intervener  agrees  with  the 
Fox  Kiver  complainants  that  the  rates  on  paper  and  paper  articles 
from  the  Fox  River  mills,  as  well  as  from  its  own  members'  mills,  to 
the  territory  covered  by  these  complaints  are  too  high.  We  are  not 
impressed  with  the  defendants'  contention  that  the  present  rat«  on 
newsprint  from  the  Fox  River  group  to  Chicago  is  too  low  or  that 
the  present  rates  on  printing  paper  from  certain  Michigan  points 
to  Chicogo  afford  a  proper  standard  for  readjusting  the  ntes  from 
the  Fox  River  group.  Nor,  on  the  other  hand,  do  we  think  that  the 
present  rate  is  shown  to  be  unreasonable. 

Considerable  evidence  was  submitted  in  regard  to  the  rates  to  the 
Missouri  River  cities.  Defendants  assert  that  these  rates  are  low,  due 
to  the  former  existence  of  mills  manufacturing  certain  kinds  of  paper 
and  paper  articles  at  and  near  Kansas  City,  and  also  to  carrier  com- 
petition. It  appears  that  prior  to  federal  control  the  carriers  bad 
under  consideration  a  proposal,  concurred  in  by  some  of  the  paper 
manufacturers,  for  an  increase  of  2  cents  in  paper  rates  from  Wis- 
consin and  Minnesota  mills  to  the  Missouri  River.  The  rate  was  then 
20  cents  from  the  Fox  River  group  as  compared  with  the  presmt  rate 
of  34  cents.  (Generally  speaking,  the  Missouri  River  cities  have  equal 
rates  from  all  points  of  origin  concerned,  except  that  the  rates  from 
the  Minnesota  group  and  International  Falls  are  less  to  Sioux  Ci^ 
than  to  the  lower  crossings.  Considering  the  relntive  distances  and 
other  facts  of  record,  we  think  that  the  rates  to  Sioux  City  and  Omaha 
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from  all  points  of  origin  diould  be  slightly  lower  than  to  1 
City  and  St.  Joseph. 

The  rates  to  Joplin  are  also  the  subject  of  much  discussion.  De- 
fendants regard  them 'as  subnormal.  Complainants  contend  that 
these  rates  are  unreasonable  and  call  attention  to  the  facta  that  about 
a  year  previous  to  our  decisions  in  which  we  extended  the  Joplin  ton- 
mile  basis  to  Okmulgee  and  Tulsa,  the  Joplin  rate  was  increased  by 
5  cults,  and  that  no  effort  has  since  been  made  to  increase  its  level  in 
relation  to  other  rates. 

It  would  be  easier  to  give  proper  weight  to  the  various  comparisoni 
of  record  if  only  the  one  rate  which  now  generally  applies  on  all  kinds 
of  paper  from  each  producing  group  were  being  considered,  instead  of 
the  reasonable  rates  to  be  applied  after  a  regrouping  of  paper  and 
paper  articles  into  three  classes,  with  different  rates  for  each  class. 
Such  a  regrouping  will  necessarily  result  in  increases  and  reductions, 
according  to  the  class  and  the  level  of  the  rate  at  each  point  undo* 
the  present  adjustment.  The  record  demonstrates  that  certain  of 
the  rates,  particularly  those  to  points  beyond  the  Missouri  Kiver,  are 
too  high;  that  others,  affected  by  local  influences,  are  somewhat  low; 
and  that  there  should  be  a  general  readjusbnent  which  will  better 
accord  with  the  average  distances  from  the  respective  groups  and 
with  the  transportation  characteristics  of  the  different  kinds  of  paper 
and  paper  articles.  Many  of  the  present  rates  have  been  made  with- 
out regard  to  distance,  and  there  is  no  consistency  between  the  rates 
from  the  various  groups  and  producing  points.  In  many  instances 
the  rates  from  all  points  in  a  group  are  not  the  same,  and  in  some  in- 
stances the  rates  on  newsprint  are  higher  than  on  printing  or  writing 
paper.  The  rates  hereinafter  prescribed  r^resent  substantial  reduc- 
tions to  most  points  west  and  southwest  of  the  Missouri  Kiver  cities. 
These  reductions  are  clearly  justified  by  the  facts  of  record,  particu* 
larly  by  comparisons  with  rates  to  certain  points  in  that  territoiy 
which  may  be  accepted  as  reasonable,  inasmuch  as  they  are  either 
based  on  rates  voluntarily  established  by  the  carriers  or  approved  by 
us  in  other  cases.  To  points  on  and  east  of  the  Missouri  and  Misas* 
aippi  rivers,  increases  as  well  as  reductions  in  the  rates  on  newsprint 
will  result  from  our  findings.  Considering  the  present  distribution 
of  the  traffic  and  the  regrouping  of  paper  and  paper  articles  which 
will  acc<Hnpany  the  changes  in  rates,  it  seems  probable  that  the  total 
revenues  on  the  traffic  will  not  be  greatly  reduced.  The  readjustment 
prescribed  will  unquestionably  provide  more  just  and  reasonable  re- 
lationships as  between  the  various  points  of  origin  and  destination. 
It  is  prescribed  without  prejudice  to  any  change  in  the  general  level 
of  the  rates  on  paper  and  paper  articles  which  may  appear  reasonable 
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aa  the  result  of  the  evidence  in  the  general  rate  investigation,  No. 
1S293. 

Upon  consideration  of  all  the  facta,  we  find  that  the  interstate  rates 
attacked,  applicable  on  newsprint,  in  carloads,  from  the  Fox  River 
group  to  the  typical  destinations  named  are,  and  for  the  future  will 
be,  nnreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  or  may  exceed  the 
rates  set  forth  in  the  appendix  hereto;  and  that  the  interstate  rates 
on  printing  paper  and  on  writing  paper,  in  carloads,  and  on  paper 
or  paper  articles  grouped  with  printing  paper  or  writing  paper,  aa 
hereinbefore  approved,  from  the  Fox  Kiver  group  to  the  same  desti- 
nations are,  and  for  the  future  will  be,  unreasonable,  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceed  or  may  exceed  by  more  than  10  and  83^  per  cent, 
respectively,  the  corresponding  rates  on  newsprint  contemporaneously 
in  effect  between  the  same  points.  We  further  find  that  the  re- 
spective interstate  rates  on  newsprint,  in  carloads,  from  the  northern 
Wisconsin  and  Minnesota  groups,  International  Falls,  Minn,,  Ctroos, 
Manistique,  and  Munising,  Mich.,  and  from  Fort  Frances  and  Sault 
Ste.  Marie,  Ontario,  for  that  portion  of  the  transportation  within  the 
United  States,  to  the  same  destinations,  are,  and  for  the  future  will 
be,  undoly  prejudicial  to  or  unduly  preferential  of  shippers  there- 
under to  the  extent  that  they  are  or  may  be  greater  or  less  than  rates 
made  by  applying  to  the  corresponding  rates  contemporaneously  in 
effect  from  the  Fox  Biver  group,  differentials  which  bear  to  such  cor-  , 
responding  contemporaneous  rates  the  same  percentage  relation  that 
the  differentials  set  forth  in  the  appendix  hereto  bear  to  the  corre- 
sponding rates  from  the  Fox  Siver  group  set  forth  in  said  appendix ; 
and  that  the  respective  interstate  rates  on  printing  paper  and  on 
writing  paper,  in  carloads,  and  on  paper  or  paper  articles  grouped 
with  printing  paper  or  with  writing  paper,  as  hereinbefore  approved, 
from  the  above-named  origin  groups  or  points  to  the  same  destina- 
tions are,  and  for  the  future  will  be,  unduly  prejudicial  to  or  unduly 
preferential  of  shippers  thereunder  to  the  extent  that  they  are  or  may 
be  greater  or  less  than  rates  made  by  increasing  the  corresponding 
rates  on  newsprint,  in  carloads,  contemporaneously  in  effect  between 
the  same  points  by  the  same  percentages  that  the  corresponding  rates 
from  the  Fox  River  group  exceed  the  rates  on  newsprint  to  said 
points. 

The  figures  in  the  appendix  shown  in  italics  represent  differentials 
under  the  Fox  River  group.  Rates  and  differentials  to  points  in- 
cluded in  the  complaints  but  not  specifically  named  in  the  appendix 
should  be  established  in  harmony  with  those  herein  prescribed.  The 
basic  rates  prescribed  from  the  Fox  River  group  are  maximum  rea- 
sonable rates,  and  lower  rates  may  be  established  by  defendants  if 
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they  80  desire,  aa,  for  example,  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  foreign  or 
domestic  competition  at  New  Orleans,  if  such  reductions  are  other- 
wise lawful. 

Upon  this  record  and  as  the  issues  are  presented,  we  can  not  pre- 
scribe rates  and  relationships  on  intrastate  traffic.  The  present  inter- 
state rates  to  Milwaukee  on  newsprint  from  all  points  of  origin 
named  in  the  appendix  appear  to  be  reasonable  and  fairly  aligned 
with  each  other  and  with  the  present  intrastate  rate  of  13  cents  from 
the  Fox  River  group,  except  that  the  rates  from  the  Minnesota  group, 
Oroos,  Manistique,  and  Munising  should  not  exceed  hy  more  than 
11,  3,  4,  and  5  cents,  respectively,  the  rates  oontemporaneously  in 
effect  from  the  Fox  River  group  to  Milwaukee.  Defendants  will  be 
expected  to  revise  these  rates  and  the  related  rates  on  group-2  and 
group-3  articles  accordingly.  The  interstate  rates  prescribed  on 
newsprint  to  St.  Foul,  Dulutb,  and  Albert  Lea  bear  a  fair  relation 
to  the  present  intrastate  rates  from  most  points  in  the  Minnesota 
group.  Defendants  will  be  required  to  maintain  the  differential  re- 
lationship prescribed  on  traffic  from  International  Falls  to  St.  Paul, 
Duluth,  and  Albert  Lea  over  interstate  routes  and  on  traffic  from 
Fort  Frances,  Ontario,  to  the  same  points  for  that  portion  of  the 
transportation  within  the  United  States. 

The  three  complaints  filed  by  consumers  of  paper  and  paper 
articles  at  Wichita,  Oklahoma  City,  and  Okmulgee,  Nos.  11836, 
'  11846,  and  Sub-No.  1,  and  11864,  involve  certain  rates  that  are  not 
included  in  the  preceding  findings,  viz,  rates  on  newsprint  and  cer- 
tain other  kinds  of  paper  and  paper  articles  from  Chicago,  III.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  and  Alexandria,  Ind.,  to  Wichita,  and  from  these  points 
and  Sturgeon  Falls,  Ontario,  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee ;  on 
wrapping  and  toilet  paper  and  paper  towels  from  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
to  Oklahoma  City;  on  strawboard  and^chip  board  from  Hutchin- 
son, Kans.,  to  Oklahoma  City ;  on  paper  tablets  from  St.  Joseph,  Mo., 
to  Oklahoma  City;  and  on  building  and  rooSjig  paper  from  Chicago, 
St.  Louis,  and  points  taking  the  same  or  related  rates  to  Oklahoma 
City.  The  record  contains  many  comparisons  of  the  rates  attacked 
with  those  on  the  same  and  other  commodities  which  need  not  be 
detailed. 

No  newsprint  is  produced  at  Chicago  or  St.  Louis,  but  the  rates 
therefrom  are  used  as  components  of  combination  rates  on  shipments 
from  certain  points  beyond  those  gateways.  The  present  rates  to 
Wichita,  Oklahoma  City,  and  Okmulgee  are  the  same  from  Chicago 
as  from  the  Fox  River  group,  and  from  St.  Louis  are  9  cents  lower. 
We  find  that  the  rates  on  newsprint,  in  carloads,  from  Chicago  and 
St.  Louis,  respectively,  to  Wichita,  Oklahoma  City,  and  Okmulgee 
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are,  and  for  the  future  will  be,  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  the 
rates  from  Chicago  exceed  the  maximum  rat«a  hereinbefore  found 
reasonable  from  the  Fox  Kiver  group  to  the  same  points,  and  to  the 
extent  that  the  rates  from  St.  Louis  exceed  rates  which  are  9  cents 
less  than  the  contemporaneous  rates  from  Chicago.  The  correspond- 
ing rates  attacked  on  other  kinds  of  paper  or  paper  articles  should  be 
determined  in  accordance  with  the  relationships  to  the  rates  on 
newsprint  hereinbefore  approved.  The  rates  from  Sturgeon  Falls, 
Detroit,  and  Petoskoy,  Mich.,  Alexandria,  and  other  points  of  origin 
named  in  these  complaints  base  on  Chicago  or  St.  Louis  and  should 
be  correspondingly  revised. 

The  present  rate  on  wrapping  paper  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to 
Oklahoma  City,  318  miles,  is  76.5  cents,  as  compared  with  the  maxi- 
mum rates  of  68  cents  from  the  Fox  Kiver  group  and  58.5  cents 
from  St.  Louis,  hereinbefore  prescribed.  It  Is  8  cents  less  than  the 
present  rate  from  St.  Louis.  The  present  rate  on  toilet  paper  and 
paper  towels  from  Kansas  City  to  Oklahoma  City,  is  77.S  cents,  and 
on  paper  tablets  from  St.  Joseph,  Mc,  to  Oklahoma  City,  81  cents. 
Considering  the  numerous  comparisons  of  record  and  the  relation- 
ships hereinbefore  prescribed,  we  find  that  these  rates  are,  and  for 
the  future  will  be,  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  or  may 
exceed  49  cents  on  wrapping  paper  and  59.5  cents  on  toilet  paper  and 
paper  towels  from  Kansas  City  and  59.5  cents  on  paper  tablets  from 
St  Joseph. 

The  present  rate  on  strawboard  and  chip  board,  in  carloads,  from 
Hutchinson,  Kans.,  to  Oklahoma  City,  2S1  miles,  is  61  cents,  as  com- 
pared with  rates  of  19  cents  to  Kansas  City,  219  miles;  30.S  cents  to 
Joplin,  268  miles;  and  34.S  cents  to  St.  Louis,  496  miles.  These  rates 
yield  62.8,  17.4,  22.8,  and  18.9  mills  per  ton-mile,  respectively.  We 
find  that  the  rate  on  strawboard  and  chip  board,  in  carloads,  from 
Hutchinson  to  Oklahoma  City  is,  and  for  the  future  will  be,  un- 
reasonable to  the  extent  that  it  exceeds  or  may  exceed  the  rate  con- 
temporaneously in  effect  from  Hutcliinson  to  Joplin. 

The  present  rates  on  building  and  roofing  paper  are  79.5  centa 
from  St.  Louis  and  83  centa  from  Chicago  to  Oklahoma  City.  The 
rat€^  from  Marseilles,  lU.,  Kalamazoo,  Port  Huron,  and  Detroit, 
Mich.,  and  other  points  of  origin  concerned  are  based  on  arbitraries 
over  St.  Louis  subject  to  the  combinations  of  locals  as  maxima.  Ex- 
hibits show  that  the  rates  on  building  and  roofing  paper  are,  in  gen- 
eral, slightly  lower  than  on  newsprint.  We  find  that  the  rates  on 
building  and  roofing  paper  from  St.  Louis  and  Chicago  to  Okla- 
homa City  are,  and  for  the  future  will  be,  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceed  or  may  exceed  95  per  cent  of  the  rates  on  newsprint 
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hereinbefore  prescribed,  and  that  the  rates  from  Marseilles,  Detrcnt, 
Kalamazoo,  Port  Huron,  and  other  points  of  origin  concerned  are, 
and  for  the  future  will  be,  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  the  factors 
from  St.  Louis  to  Oklahoma  City  exceed  or  may  exceed  the  rate  frcHD 
St.  Louis  to  Oklahoma  City  hereinbefore  found  reasonable. 

We  further  find  that  during  the  respective  periods  between  June 
25,  1918,  and  August  24,  1920,  and  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  the  rates 
attacked  in  Nos.  11836,  11846  and  Sub-No.  1,  and  11864,  were  un- 
reasonable to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  ratea  made  by  dednctinf 
from  the  rates  hereinbefore  prescribed  as  reasonable  for  the  future, 
the  percentages  of  increase  authorized  by  us  on  July  29, 1920,  and  by 
the  Director  General  in  general  order  No.  28. 

We  further  find  that  complainants  in  Nos.  11886,  11846  and  Sub- 
No.  1,  and  No.  11864  made  shipments  as  alleged  and  paid  and  bore 
the  charges  thereon ;  and  that,  subject  to  the  qualifications  hereinafter 
stated,  they  have  been  damaged  to  the  extent  that  the  charges  paid 
exceeded  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found 
reasonable  and  are  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest  These  com- 
plainants should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Kules  of  Practice. 

The  shipments  made  by  the  Oklahoma  City  complainants  include 
certain  shipments  of  paper  bags  and  writing  paper  upon  which  they 
did  not  pay  and  bear  the  transportation  charges;  shipments  of  paper 
bags  consigned  to  the  Sossell  Jobbers  Mills  prior  to  January  1, 
1919,  some  of  which  were  in  club  cars,  on  which  the  freight  was  pro- 
rated among  the  receivers  of  the  freight,  which  can  not  be  separated 
from  other  shipments  to  this  complainant ;  and  shipments  of  one  kind 
of  building  paper  from  Detroit  to  the  Oklahoma  Sash  &  Door  Com- 
pany prior  to  1920  on  which  the  consignor  paid  and  bore  the  tran»> 
portation  charges.  The  claims  of  the  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee 
complainants  also  include  certain  shipments  upon  which  the  cause 
of  action  accrued  prior  to  the  statutory  period  of  two  years,  exclusive 
of  federal  control.  Those  of  the  Wi(^ta  complainants  include  ship- 
ments made  prior  to  September  30,  1916,  the  date  named  in  tiieir 
petition,  and  shipments  included  in  WieMta  Traffic  Butmu  v.  A,,  T. 
(&  S.  F.  By,  Oo.i  mpra,  upon  which  reparation  was  awarded  in  tiiat 
case.  These  complainants  are  not  entitled  to  reparation  herein  on 
any  of  the  shipments  included  in  the  foregoing  descriptions. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 
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No.  12144. 
MIDLAND  COAL  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


MIDLAND  VALLEY  RAILROAD  COMPANY  ET  AL. 
EubmlUed  July  It,  iWl.    Decided  Pebruarv  £5,  1982. 


Itatca  on  coal,  In  carloads,  from  Willlaroe.  Okla.,  to  Kansas  City,  &Io.,  found 
uaresBonable.    R^utratloa  awarded. 

W.  R.  Greene  lor  complainants. 

No  appearance  for  defendants. 

Repobt  of  the  Commission. 
Division  3,  Comhissionebs  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainants  are  the  Cameron  Coal  Company,  a  corporation,  and 
H.  C.  Kellogg  and  C,  H.  Markham,  copartners  doing  business  under 
the  firm  name  of  Midland  Coal  Company.  The  latter  are  sales  agents 
for  the  Cameron  Coal  Company,  which  mines  coal  at  Williams,  Okla. 
By  complaint  filed  January  21, 1921,  they  allege  that  the  rates  charged 
on  two  carloads  of  coal  shipped  in  December,  1916,  and  one  in  No- 
vember, 1917,  from  Williams  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  were  unjust,  un- 
reasonable, and  in  violation  of  the  long-and-short-haul  provision  of 
section  4  of  the  interstate  commerce  act.  We  are  asked  to  sward 
reparation  and  to  establish  a  reasonable  rate  for  the  future.  Rates 
will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds.  The  claim  was 
pi-etiented  to  us  informally  on  November  29,  1918. 

Williams  is  a  local  point  on  the  Midland  Valley.  The  shipments 
made  in  1916  moved  over  that  tine  to  Muskogee,  Okla.,  Missouri, 
Oklahoma  &  Gulf  to  Baxter,  Kans.,  and  St.  Louis-San  Francisco, 
hereinafter  called  the  Frisco,  to  Kansas  City,  356.3  miles.  The  other 
shipment  moved  over  the  same  route,  except  that  it  was  interchanged 
with  the  Frisco  at  Joplin,  Mo.,  instead  of  Baxter.  This  junction  was 
not  specifically  named  in  the  routing  instructions.  No  joint  rates 
were  in  effect.  The  applicable  combination  rates  and  other  details 
of  the  shipments  follow: 
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In  December,  1916,  a  joint  rate  of  ^.10  was  applicable  from  Wil- 
liams to  Kansas  City  over  other  routes  maintained  by  tbe  Midland 
Valley  asd  certain  carriers  not  here  defendant.  Tbe  carriers  which 
participated  in  tbe  movement  of  complainants'  sfaipments  maintained 
at  that  time  a  joint  rate  of  ^.10  to  the  same  destination  from  mines 
in  Arkansas  on  the  Midland  Valley,  and  on  July  20,  1917,  increased 
it  to  $2.26.  This  rate  applied  through  Williams  over  the  route  of 
movement  first  described.  The  resulting  departure  from  the  long- 
and-short-baul  provisions  of  the  fourth  section  was  not  protected  by 
appropriate  application.  On  October  20,  1919,  a  joint  rat«  of  $2.70 
from  Williams  to  Kansas  City  was  established  over  this  route,  the 
same  as  that  then  in  effect  from  the  Arkansas  mines,  thus  bringing 
the  rates  into  conformity  with  tbe  requirements  of  tbe  fourth  section. 
A  subsequent  departure  through  error  in  tariff  publication  was  cor- 
rected, effective  April  27,  1921. 

Defendants  did  not  appear  at  the  hearing.  The  Midland  Valley 
and  Frisco,  on  the  informal  docket,  expressed  willingness  to  award 
reparation  to  the  basis  of  the  rates  contemporaneously  in  effect  from 
the  Arkansas  mines.  The  property  of  the  Missouri,  Oklahoma  &  Gulf, 
not  a  defendant  here,  was  sold  under  foreclosure,  and  the  purchaser, 
the  Kansas,  Oklahoma  &  Gulf,  defendant  herein,  declined  to  join, 
stating  that  the  final  decree  had  required  the  filing  of  all  claims  in 
the  reoeivership  proceedings  within  90  days  after  confirmation  of 
the  sale,  a  period  which  expired  on  November  12,  1919. 

The  Midland  Coal  Company  appears  in  tbe  billing  as  both  con- 
signor and  consignee  of  one  of  the  shipments,  but  tbe  record  shows 
that  it  acted  as  agent  for  the  Cameron  Coal  Company  and  that  the 
latter  bore  the  freight  charges. 

We  find  that  the  rate  applicable  on  the  shipments  made  in  1916 
was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  $2.10 ;  that  the  rate 
applicable  on  the  shipment  made  in  1917  was  unreasonable  to  tbe 
extent  that  it  exceeded  $2.25 ;  that  complainant  Cameron  Coal  Com- 
pany made  the  shipments  described  and  bore  the  charges  thereon; 
that  it  has  been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  tbe  difference  between 
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the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates 
herein  found  to  have  been  reasonable;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to 
reparation  against  the  defendants,  other  than  the  Kansas,  Oklahoma 
&  Gulf,  in  the  sum  of  $427.75,  with  interest,  which  takes  into  ac- 
count the  outstanding  undercharges  and  overcharges. 

The  $2.25  rate,  as  since  increased  under  general  order  No.  28  of 
the  Director  General  of  Railroads  and  Ex  Parte  74,  is  now  in  effect 
over  the  natural  route  of  movement  via  Baxter,  and  no  order  for  the 
future  is  necessary. 

An  order  awarding  reparation  will  be  entered. 
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.  «  T.  BY.  CO. 


HYRE-PRICE  LIVE  STOCK  COMMISSION  COMPANY 
ET  AL. 


MISSOURI,  KANSAS  &  TEXAS  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
OF  TEXAS  ET  AL. 


Bvbmitted  October  6,  19S1.    Deotdei  February  tS,  19t2. 


Reparation  on  carload  sblpments  of  live  stock  from  Gould  and  Hollls,  Okla.. 
and  from  Dodsonvllle  and  Wellington,  Tex.,  to  Wichita,  Kans.,  denied,  and 
complaint  dismlsaed. 

Rogers  McCray  for  complainants. 

J.  J.  Lavs  for  defendants. 

Refobt  of  the  Cohmissioh'. 

Division  3,  Comhissionbbs  Hau.,  Eastman,  and  Cakpbeu. 
Bt  Division  8: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainants,  copartnerships  engaged  in  the  live-stock  business 
at  Wichita,  Kans.,  b;  complaint  seasonably  filed,  allege  that  the  rates 
charged  on  II  carloads  of  cattle,  shipped  from  points  in  Oklahoma 
and  Texas  to  Wichita  in  February  and  March,  1914,  were  unjust 
and  unreasonable;  and,  as  agents  for  the  individual  shippers  at  the 
respective  points  of  origin,  seek  reparation  in  their  behalf.  Rates 
will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Pertinent  facts  concerning  the  shipments  appear  in  the  following 
table: 
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The  points  of  origin  are  on  the  Wellington  branch  of  the  Mis- 
Bouri,  Kansas  &.  Texas  lines  west  of  Altus  and  from  27  to  57  miles 
distant  from  that  junction.  Wichita  is  on  the  Kansas  Oitj,  Mexico 
&  Orient  258  miles  northeast  of  Altus. 

In  Investigation  of  Alleged  Unreasonable  Rates  on  MeaU,  22 
I.  C.  C,  160,  decided  December  11,  1911,  we  suggested  a  distance 
scale  of  rates  for  the  transportation  of  live  stock,  in  carloads,  from 
points  in  Oklahoma  and  Texas  to  Wichita.  This  scale  named  rates 
of  22,  22.5,  23,  and  28.5  cents  for  285,  292,  303,  and  315  miles, 
respectively,  the  distances  from  Gould,  Hollis,  DodsonvUle,  and 
Wellington  to  Wichita,  plus  2.5  cents  for  a  two-line  haul.  In  t 
supplemental  report,  23  I.  C.  C,  656,  we  found  that  in  no  case  far 
distances  under  500  miles  should  more  than  one  addition  of  the  2.5 
cents  be  made  on  account  of  the  hauls  of  additional  lines.  In  an- 
other supplemental  report,  28  I.  C  C,  332,  we  said  that  shippers 
were  entitled  to  reparation  from  the  date  of  promulgation  of  the 
original  report.  It  was  not  until  April  24,  1914,  that  rates  of  24.S 
and  25  cents  were  established  to  Wichita  from  Gould  and  HoUis, 
and  not  until  August  9,  1915,  that  rates  of  25.5  and  26  cents  were 
established  from  DodEonville  and  Wellington.  It  is  to  the  basis  of 
these  rates  that  reparation  is  sought. 

The  whereabouts  of  D.  Turner  and  J.  E,  Beal  are  unknown.  J,  H. 
Pigford  is  deceased.  The  claim  is  not  listed  as  an  asset  of  his  estate, 
and  his  administrator  declines  to  take  cognizance  of  it.  The  ship- 
ment of  March  22  was  consigned  by  A.  O.  Sweet  and  O.  C.  Sweet  to 
Thompson  &  Mann,  who  are  not  parties  to  the  complaint.  Since  the 
hearing  C.  E.  Duncan,  J.  E.  Moran,  and  J.  D.  Thomas  have  Sled  re- 
quest for  dismissal  of  the  complaint.  Complainants'  agency  to  ma^ 
claim  for  reparation  has  not  been  sufficiently  established  of  record. 
Reparation  is  denied  and  the  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.   11955. 

ALBEBS  BROS.  MILLING  COMPANY 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


BubmitieA  Avgvtt  1,  IStl.    DeciAed  February  tS,  1912. 


Complainaot  Dot  sliown  to  bare  been  damaged  b;  alleged  unjustly  dlBcrfaulna- 
tory  end  unduly  prejudlblal  rates  charged  on  carload  Bbipments  of  grain 
and  grain  products  between  Oakland,  Callf^  and  points  In  California. 
Complaint  dlBmlseed. 

Qeorge  D.  Squires,  Sullivan  ds  Sullivan,  and  Tkeo  J.  Roche  for 
complainant. 

Elmer  Weatlake,  Fred  H.  Wood,  James  B.  Bell,  C.  IT.  Durbrow^ 
and  Frank  B.  Austin  for  defendant. 

Report  of  the  Cokuission. 
Division  3,  Cohhissioners  Hall,  Eastuan,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  DiviflioN  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  operating  a  mill  at  Oakland,  Calif., 
alleges  that  the  rates  charged  during  federal  control  on  numerous 
intrastate  carload  shipments  of  grain  and  grain  products  to  and 
from  Oakland,  from  and  to  points  on  the  lines  of  the  Southern 
Pacific  within  the  state  of  California,  were  unjust,  unreasonable,  un- 
justly discriminatory,  and  unduly  prejudicial  in  so  far  as  they  ex- 
ceeded rates  on  like  traffic  to  and  from  South  Yallejo,  Calif.  Repa- 
ration is  claimed.  No  evidence  was  presented  to  sustain  the  allega- 
tion of  unreasonableness  and  complainant  relies  solely  upon  the 
issues  of  unjust  discrimination  and  undue  prejudice.  Except  under 
circumstances  not  here  presented,  we  are  without  jurisdiction  to  pre- 
scribe an  adjustment  of  intrastate  rates  for  the  future.  This  Is 
primarily  a  question  for  determination  by  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sion of  California  and  is  now  before  that  tribunal. 

Complainant's  mill  is  located  and  has  wharfage  facilities  at  Oak- 
land Mole,  about  2  miles  from  the  Oakland  yards  of  the  Southern 
Pacific,  with  which  it  is  connected  by  spur  tracks.  Oakland  ia  about 
26  miles  south  of  Port  Costa,  Calif,,  where  the  Southern  Pacific  oper- 
ates a  car  ferry  across  Carquinez  Straits  to  Benicin,  Calif.    South 
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Vallejo  is  west  of  Port  Costa  on  the  opposite  side  of  Carquines 
Straits  and  at  the  extremity  of  a  branch  line  of  the  Southern  Pacific 
extending  from  Napa  Junction,  Calif.  The  rail  movement  betweoi 
Port  Costa  and  South  Vallejo  is  over  a  roundabout  route  through 
Benicia,  Suisun,  and  Napa  Junction,  37.K  miles.  Complainant's  com- 
petitor, the  Sperry  Flour  Company,  has  a  mill  at  South  Vallejo  which 
is  served  by  the  Southern  Pacific.  It  also  has  wharf  facilities  at  that 
point. 

Complainant  manufactures  various  grain  products,  cleans  and 
stores  grain,  and  conducts  a  general  grain  business.  The  Sperry 
Flour  Company  also  manufactures  grain  products  and  sells  grain. 
Some  of  the  products  of  the  two  mills  are  identical  and  others  are 
sufficiently  similar  to  be  more  or  less  competitive.  Both  buy  and  sell 
at  some  common  points. 

Complainant  asserts  that  it  encountered  competition  from  the 
Sperry  Flour  Company,  but  its  evidence  as  to  the  extent  of  such  com- 
petition is  indefinite  and  inconclusive.  Its  sales  manager  did  not 
think  that  the  two  companies  competed  in  the  San  Joaquin  and 
Sacramento  valleys.  Complainant's  prices  were  not  always  gov- 
erned by  the  prices  of  the  South  Vallejo  mill.  It  did  not  meet  the 
prices  of  its  competitor  on  some  of  the  shipments  on  which  repara- 
tion is  asked  and  such  shipments  can  not  be  segregated  from  those 
on  which  it  had  to  shrink  its  profits  in  order  to  make  the  sale. 

We  find  that  complainant  has  failed  to  prove  with  sufficient  par- 
ticularity that  it  was  damaged  by  reason  of  any  unjust  discrimina- 
tion or  undue  prejudice  that  may  have  existed  during  federal  con- 
trol. It  is  therefore  unnecessary  in  this  case  to  determine  whether 
or  not  unjust  discrimination  or  undue  prejudice  existed.  The  com- 
plaint will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12107. 
FEED.  BRENNER  LUMBER  COMPANY,  INCORPORATED, 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  & 
SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bvbnmtet  June  SO,  1911.    DecMei  Felruary  tS,  19tt. 


Rates  cIiarKed  an  Inmber,  Is  carloads,  from  Alezandrla,  La.,  to  potnta  In  Caii- 
fomta,  Waablngtou,  Oregon,  and  BrltlBb  Goloiobla,  found  to  hare  ben 
applicable.  Tariff  offering  lower  basis  of  rates  found  to  Have  rielated 
section  8  of  tbe  act.    Reparation  awarded. 

/,  n.  Townahend  and  C.  A,  New  for  complainant. 
F.  E.  Andrews,  George  Thompson,  Robert  Thompton,  and  £.  M. 
Bogtett  for  defendants. 

RaFORT  or  the  CoMMisaiON. 

DiVtSION  3,  CoHUISaiONBSS  HaLI.,  EaBTICAK,  and  CAKPBXLIh 

Bt  DiTimoN  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner.  * 

Complainant,  »  corporation,  manufactures  lumber  at  Alexandria, 
La.  By  complaint  seasonably  filed  it  alleges  that  the  rates  charged 
on  19  carloads  of  hardwood  lumber  shipped  in  April,  May,  June,  and 
August,  1918,  from  Alexandria  to  points  in  California,  Washington, 
Oregon,  and  British  Columbia,  were  unreasonable  and  in  violatioa 
of  section  6  of  the  act.    Reparation  is  asked. 

The  lumber  comprising  the  shipments  was  manufactured  at  Alex- 
andria from  logs  shipped  over  the  Texas  &,  Pacific  from  points  in 
Louisiana  between  November  8,  1917.  and  February  27,  1918,  indu- 
sive.  The  lumber  also  moved  outward  over  the  Teias  A  Pacific 
The  question  for  determination  is  whether,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  respective  tariffs  naming  the  log  rates  to  and  the  lumber  rates 
from  Alexandria,  the  rates  applicable  on  the  lumber  were  those  in 
effect  when  the  shipments  of  logs  originated  or  the  higher  rates  in 
effect  when  the  lumber  was  forwarded  from  Alexandria.  Charges 
were  collected  on  the  latter  basis.  The  measure  of  the  rates  assessed 
is  not  in  issue. 
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Texas  &  Pacific  tariff  I.  C.  C.  2014,  under  which  the  logs  moved 
inbound,  contained  the  following  provisions  governing  transit: 

ITEIM  NO.  4S1-P  (Cancels  Item  No.  431-B) 
Befchd,  ReaniPMBNT  and  Ratk  to  Atplt  ivoii  TXAnsir  Potmr. 
Wben  ttae  Products,  as  described  In  Item  No..  4S1-E,  whldi  most  eqoal  S3| 
per  cent  (See  eicepttoo  below)  on  the  welglit  ol  tbo  Roafth  Material  Into  die 
transit  point,  are  shipped  out  of  the  transit  point  via  the  Texas  ft  PedBe 
to  Louisiana  points  or  to  Interstate  points  to  which  tbrough  ntea  are  pub- 
lished In  tariffs  lawfully  on  file  with  the  Interstate  G<»ni>ierce  CommlaaloD, 
the  charges  Into  transit  point  will  be  refunded  to  basis  of  weight  of  RodiIi 
Material  into  transit  point  at  rate  shown  in  Item  No.  44-D,  or  re-issuea.  "nie 
rate  to  apply  on  the  Products  movlni;  out  of  the  transit  point,  under  this 
Tariff  will  be  that  iu  eflect  from  the  tranrit  point  to  destination  on  dUte  of 
shipment  from  point  of  origin  of  the  Rough  IMaterial. 

Complainant  complied  with  the  requirements  of  this  rule  in  mik- 
ing the  shipments  of  lumber,  and  refund  on  the  logs  was  made  u 
provided  therein.  The  rates  charged  on  the  lumber  were  these 
published  in  agent  Countiss'  transcontinental  tariffs  I.  C.  C.  1048 
and  1049,  effective  March  Id,  1918,  and  ranged  from  12  to  17  cents 
per  100  pounds  higher  than  the  rates  in  effect  on  the  dates  of  ship- 
ment of  the  logs.  Those  tariffs  contained  the  following  provisions 
relating  to  transit  and  other  arrangements : 

23  (a)  *  *  *  Bscept  as  otherwise  provided  In  tariff,  rates  named  is 
this  tariff  cover  only  charges  for  transportation  of  freight,  and  all  shipments 
moving  under  these  rates  are  entitled  to  such  privileges  and  subject  to  snA 
additional  charges  as  are  covered  by  tariffs  of  individual  lines  parties  to 
this  tariff  and  lawfully  on  file  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  GommiBSion  or 
with  the  Canadian  Railway  Commission,  for— 

Transit  Privileges  (See  Note  1.) 

Also  all  other  charges,  priylleges  and  mlea  applicable  at  shipping  point  or  dealt 
nation  or  in  transit  which  in  any  way  change,  increase  or  decrease  or  determicn 
any  part  of  the  amount  to  be  paid  on  any  shipment  between  points  named 
herein,  or  which  Increase  or  decrease  the  value  of  the  service  to  the  ahippers. 
Nan  1.— "Transit"  prlvilegea,  such  as  nUUng-ln-tmnstt,  cteaning-In-truiatt 
reHnine-in-traosit,  storaKe-ln-transit,  and  Btopplng-in-tranait,  wQl  be  permitted 
only  when  speciflc  eutliorlty  therefor  Is  publisHed  herehi  Inunediately  In  oon- 
nectloo  with  the  rote  on  the  commodity. 

Substantially  similar  provisions  were  published  in  agent  Countia^ 
tariffs  I.  C.  C.  1036  and  1037,  in  force  when  the  shipments  of  logi 
originated.  The  Texas  &  Pacific  was  a  party  to  the  transcontiaeotal 
tariffs. 

The  contentions  of  the  parties  deal  principally  with  the  pTt>pa' 
construction  to  be  placed  upon  the  last-quoted  tariff  provisirais,  par> 
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ticularly  the  language  of  note  1.  Complainant  contends  that  the 
provisions  of  the  transcontinental  tariffs  had  no  application  to  th« 
inbound  movement  of  the  logs  or  the  transit  thereon  at  Alexandria; 
that  note  1  had  the  effect  only  of  prohibiting  stoppage  of  the  lumber 
st  a  transit  point  betvreen  Alexandria  and  final  destinations ;  and  that 
those  tariffs  can  not  be  construed  in  disregard  of  the  primary  and 
unqualified  contract  of  carriage  under  the  basis  held  out  to  the  public 
in  I.  C.  C.  2014.  It  asserts  that,  even  though  it  be  found  that  the 
connections  of  the  Texas  &  Pacific  were  not  bound  by  its  tariff,  the 
Texas  &  Pacific  must  protect  the  lumber  rates  that  were  in  effect 
when  the  shipments  of  logs  originat«d. 

Defendants  urge  that  the  provisions  of  I.  C.  C.  2014  must  be 
construed  in  the  light  of  the  provisions  of  the  "  governing "  trans- 
continental tariffs  naming  the  rates  on  lumber  from  Alexandria; 
and  that  the  transit  rule  in  I.  G.  C.  2014  was  inoperative  in  bo  far 
as  the  rates  on  the  outbound  lumber  are  cioncemed,  because  the 
"governing"  tariffs,  which  did  not  refer  to  I,  C.  C.  2014,  speci- 
fically prohibited  transit.  They  further  urge  that  complainant  had 
the  option  of  shipping  the  lumber  out  of  the  transit  point  to  other 
destinations  under  tariffs  which  did  not  prohibit  milling  in  transit, 
but  instead  shipped  to  transcontinental  destinations  "  having  full 
notice  that  the  rate  named  in  transcontinental  tariff  was  subject 
to  no  transit  privileges  whatever." 

The  essential  facts  are  that  the  shipments  of  logs  were  hauled 
to  Alexandria  and  there  manufactured  into  lumber  at  rates  and 
under  rules  published  in  the  Texas  &  Pacific's  local  tariff,  to  which 
other  lines  were  not  parties;  that  the  lumber  rates  outbound  were 
published  in  separate  tariffs  which  contained  no  reference  to  the 
tariff  of  the  Texas  &  Pacific ;  and  that  the  shipments  did  not  assume 
the  character  of  lumber  shipments,  and  did  not  become  subject  to 
the  transcontinental  tariffs,  until  they  were  delivered  to  the  carriers 
at  Alexandria  for  further  transportation.  It  is  clear  that  the  transit 
provisions  of  the  transcontinental  tariffs,  which  named  rates  on 
lumber  from  Alexandria  to  the  destinations  here  considered,  and 
which  did  not  sanction  the  Texas  &  Pacific's  transit  rule,  referred 
only  to  transit  on  the  commodity  transported  and  not  to  the  prior 
transit  on  the  logs  at  Alexandria.  It  follows  that  the  transcon- 
tinental  tariffs  were  neither  governed  by  I.  C.  C.  2014  nor  had  the 
effect  of  nullifying  the  unrestricted  provisions  of  that  tariff  wherein 
shippers  were  notified  that  when  the  lumber  manufactured  from 
logs  transported  thereunder  to  Alexandria  moved  via  the  Texas  A 
Pacific  to  "  interstate  destinations  to  which  through  rates  are  pub- 
lished in  tariffs  on  file  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commisaon," 
the  rates  to  apply  would  be  those  in  effect  from  Alexandria  to  des- 
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tiiutioii  "  on  date  of  shipment  from  point  of  origin  of  the  roogfa 
oiateriaL"  Although  the  rates  charged  were  applicable,  the  effect 
of  item  43|  of  I.  C.  C.  2014  was  that  the  Texas  &  Pacific  published 
by  reference,  without  the  concurrence  of  its  connections,  Uie  joint 
rates  contained  in  the  transcontinental  tariffs  in  effect  when  the 
shipments  moved.  Such  a  publication  of  rates  was  in  direct  con- 
travention of  our  rules  made  under  authority  of  section  6  of  the  act 
Complainant  was  jostified  in  rdying  upon  the  lower  basis  of  rates 
thus  offered  and  thereby  suffered  damages  for  which  we  may  award 
reparation. 

We  find  that  complainant  made  the  shipments  of  lumber  as  de- 
scribed and  paid  and  bore  the  freight  charges  thereon;  that  it  haa 
been  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the 
charges  paid  and  those  that  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  in 
effect  on  dates  of  shipment  of  the  logs  from  which  the  lumber  was 
manufactured;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest, 
from  the  Texas  &  Pacific  RaUway  Ckimpany  on  the  shipments  ot 
lumber  manufactured  from  logs  shipped  prior  to  federal  control, 
and  from  the  Director  General,  as  Agmt,  on  the  shipments  of  lum- 
ber manufactured  from  logs  shipped  tiiereafter.  Complainant 
should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 
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Ko.    12165. 
I.  L.  GILMORE  ET  AL. 


MISSOURI,    KANSAS    &    TEXAS    RAILWAY    COMPANY 
ET  AL. 


SutmUtei  Sefilombtr  IS,  lOtl.    Decided  February  K,  1»U. 


1.  Ratea  atvUcable  on  lumber.  In  carloads,  from  Bnrkbumett,  Tex.,  to  Brlatow 

and  Slick,  Okla.,  via  Denlson,  Tex^  and  to  Commarce,  Otla.,  via  Fred- 
erlct,  Okla.,  found  not  unreaaonablei    Betnnd  of  OTercharges  directed. 

2.  Rates  applicable  on  lumber,  in  carloada,  from  Burkbnmett  to  Brtstow  and 

Slick   via   Frederick   found   onreaaonablB.    GoDectton   of   ttnderchargea 
walTedL    Complaint  dlsmlwed. 

B.  D.  DnaeoU  for  complainsnts. 

Bf.  G.  Roberts  for  all  defendants  except  the  Northeast  Oklahoma 
Railroad  Company. 

RsroBT  or  thz  Comicib8ion. 
DiviBioN  S,  CoMuissioirBRB  Hall,  Eabtican,  aits  Cahpbeu. 
Bi  Dmarow  8: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  exuniner. 

Complainants  are  I.  L.  Gilmore,  an  individual,  and  the  Buschow 
Lumber  Company,  a  corporation.  By  complaint  filed  January  SI, 
1921,  they  allege  that  the  rates  charged  by  defendants  on  11  car> 
loads  of  lumber  shipped  during  October,  November,  and  December, 
1920,  from  Burfcbumett,  Tex.,  6  each  to  Bristow  and  Slick,  Okla., 
and  1  to  Commerce,  Okla.,  were  unreaaonable.  We  are  asked  to 
award  reparation  and  to  prescribe  reasonable  rates  for  the  future. 
Rat«s  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Burkbumett  is  on  the  Missouri,  Kansas  A  Texas  Railway  of  Texas, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  M.,  K.  &  T.  of  T.,  about  4  miles  south 
of  the  Oklahoma-Texas  state  line.  Bristow,  Sli<^,  and  Commerce 
are  local  points  on  the  St.  Louis-San  Francisco,  hereinafter  called 
the  Frisco,  Oklahoma  Southwestern,  and  Northeast  Oklahoma,  re- 
spectively.  Two  of  the  shipments  to  Bristow  moved  over  the  M.,  K. 
A  T.  of  T.,  to  Denison,  Tex.,  and  the  Frisco  beyond,  S63  miles;  and 
one  to  Slick  moved  over  the  same  route  as  far  as  Bristow  and  thence 
over  the  Oklahoma  Southwestern,  374  miles.     On  these  three  ship- 
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ments  charges  were  collected  at  the  applicable  commodity  rates  of  S9 
ceDts  to  Bristow  and  44.6  cents  to  Slick. 

The  other  shipments  moved  as  routed  by  the  shipper:  three  to 
Bristow,  over  the  M.,  K.  &  T.  of  T.,  and  the  Wichita  Falls  &  North- 
western, both  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  system  lines,  to  Fredeiick, 
Oklft.,  and  the  Frisco  to  destination,  262  miles;  four  to  Slick,  over 
the  same  route  as  far  as  Bristow  and  thence  over  the  Oklahoma 
Southwestern,  273  miles;  and  to  Commerce,  the  M.  K.  &  T.  of  T.,  and 
Wichita  Falls  &  Xorthwestem  to  Fredenck,  Frisco  to  Miami,  Okla., 
and  the  Northeast  Oklahoma  beyond,  392  miles.  This  routing  was 
designated  in  order  to  avoid  delay  incident  to  the  then  existing  con- 
gestion of  traffic  at  Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  through  which  shipments 
routed  via  Denison  would  move.  Charges  on  these  eight  shipments 
were  collected  at  rates  of  39  cents  to  Bristow ;  44.6  cents  to  Slick ;  and 
66.5  cents  to  Commerce.  The  rates  applicable  over  these  routes  were 
the  clasS'D  distance  rate  of  44.6  cents,  based  upon  the  short-line  dis- 
tance, to  Bristow ;  a  rate  of  52.5  cents  to  Slick,  made  up  of  the  class-D 
distance  rate  of  44.5  cents  to  Bristow  and  the  claes-D  arbitrary  of  8 
cents  beyond;  and  a  combination  rate  of  63  cents  to  Commerce.  The 
shipment  to  Commerce  was  overcharged  3.5  cents;  the  three  to 
Bristow  and  four  to  Slick  were  undercharged  6.6  and  8  cents,  respec- 
tively.   Prompt  refund  of  the  overcharge  should  be  made. 

The  short-line  distances  from  Burkbumett  are  shown  as  220  miles 
to  Bristow;  232  miles  to  Slick;  and  S61  miles  to  Coounerce.  For 
these  distances  the  rates  provided  under  the  Oklahoma  dietaace  scale 
on  lumber  are  29.5,  33.5,  and  40  cents,  respectively.  Complainant 
seeks  reparation  to  tiie  basis  of  these  rates. 

The  39-cent  rate  via  Denison  to  Bristow  is  a  group  rate  applying 
from  a  large  producing  area  in  Texas  and  Louisiana  to  destinations 
in  the  eastern  half  of  Oklahoma  and  certain  territory  east  and  north 
thereof.  The  rate  of  44.5  cents  via  Denison  to  Slick  is  based  upon 
the  39-cent  rate  to  Bristow  and  an  arbitrary  of  5.5  cents  from  Bristow 
to  Slick.  The  M.,  K.  £  T.  of  T.  maintains  theae  rates  by  way  of 
Denison  in  order  to  obtain  the  long  haul  on  this  traffic.  It  contends 
that  to  require  their  establishment  by  way  of  Frederick  would  result 
in  its  being  short  hauled  in  violation  of  section  15  of  the  interstate 
commerce  act.  This  carrier  is  a  party  to  joint  rates  via  Frederick 
to  Bristow  on  class  traffic. 

The  ^ipments  moved  to  lumber  yards  of  complainant  Gilmore 
at  these  destinations  as  a  result  of  the  abandonment  of  his  yard  at 
Burkbumett.  No  lumber  is  produced  at  Burkbumett,  and  from  the 
evidence  it  appears  that  no  future  movement  from  that  point  m 
probable. 
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We  find  ihtt  the  rates  applicable  on  the  shipments  transported 
through  Denison  to  Bristow  and  Slick,  and  through  Frederick  to 
Coounerce,  were  not  unreasonable;  that  the  rates  applicable  on  the 
shipments  transported  through  Frederick  to  Bristow  and  Slick  were 
nnreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  89  and  44.6  cents,  re- 
spectively. CoUection  of  the  undercharges  should  be  waived.  The 
complaint  will  be  dismissed. 


No.  12324. 
WOFFORD  OIL  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  HOUSTON  &  BRAZOS 
VALLEY  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BubmiUtd  Atiffuil  to,  ten.    DeoUed  PeOrwary  £5,  l»St. 


Rate  <n  casolliM.  In  tank-car  loads,  from  BrrBamound,  Tex„  to  Blnnli^hanii 
Ala.,  found  aureaaonablfc    Reparation  awarded. 

O.  L.  Butm  for  complainant. 

E.  C.  Blanehard  for  defendant. 

Repobt  of  the  COICUISSION. 
Division  8,  Cohuissionebs  Hazx,  Eastuan,  and  Camfbbi^ 
Bt  Division  3: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  the  Director  General,  as  Agent,  to  the 
report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant  is  a  corporation  marketing  petroleum  and  its  products 
at  Birmingham,  Ala.  By  complaint  filed  February  21,  1931,  it 
^eges  that  the  charges  collected  on  nine  tank-car  loads  of  gasoline 
slupped  during  July  and  August,  1919,  from  Freeport  and  Bryan- 
mound,  Tex.,  to  Birmingham,  wens  unreasonable,  unjustly  discrimi- 
natory, and  unduly  prejudicial.  We  are  asked  to  award  reparation. 
Bates  are  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Freeport  and  Bryanmonnd  are  near  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  abont 
60  miles  south  of  Houston,  Tex.  Upon  the  record  it  appears  that 
all  the  shipments  moved  from  Bryanmound.  The  aggregate  billed 
weight,  taking  into  consideration  the  carload  minima,  was  479,892 
pounds.  The  shipments  moved  over  the  Houston  A  Brazos  Valley  to 
Anchor,  Tez.,  IntMnational  A  C^reat  Northern  to  Houston,  Southern 
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Pacific  lines  to  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  Southern  to  destination,  761 
miles.  Charges  of  $3,119.30  were  coUeot«d  at  a  rate  of  66  cents.  A 
combination  rate  of  62.5  cents  was  applicable,  composed  of  com- 
modity  rates  of  13  cents  to  Houston,  12  cents  to  New  Orleans,  and 
83  cents  to  Birmingham,  plus  the  increase  of  4.5  cMits  established 
subsequent  to  general  order  Ko.  28  of  the  Director  General.  On 
October  24,1918,  complainant,  having  contracted  with  Freep<»t  and 
Br}-anmound  producers  for  a  quantity  of  gasoline,  requested  the 
establishment  of  a  lower  rate.  On  August  14, 1919,  a  rate  of  54.5  cents, 
composed  of  commodity  rates  of  19  cents  to  New  Orleans  and  35.5 
cents  beyond,  became  effective.  Reparation  to  the  basis  of  this  rate 
is  sought  The  shipments  here  considered  marked  the  beginning  of 
a  regular  movement  from  Bryanmound  and  Freeport  to  complain- 
ant's plants. 

The  joint  rates  contemporaneously  in  effect  fnuu  Enid,  Guthrie, 
Tulsa,  Muskogee,  and  Oklahoma  City,  representative  Oklahoma 
points,  to  Birmingham  ranged  from  52.5  to  S6.6  cents,  the  average 
distance  being  about  738  miles.  The  rate  from  the  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.,  group  to  Birmingham,  an  average  distance  of  737  mUes,  was 
49.6  cents,  composed  of  a  proportional  commodity  rate  of  12  cents  to 
Vicksburg,  Miss.,  a  commodity  rate  of  33  cents  beyond,  and  the  gen- 
eral increase  of  4.6  cents.  A  rata  of  49.6  oeuta  composed  of  similar 
factors,  but  based  on  New  Orleans,  also  applied  from  the  Beaumont- 
Port  Arthur,  Tex.,  group,  for  distances  ranging  from  618  to  744 
miles,  and  from  the  Louisiana  group  for  distances  averaging  about 
600  miles.  A  rate  of  37.5  cents  from  Cairo,  HI.,  to  Birmingham, 
334  miles,  was  also  referred  to. 

An  attempt  was  made  to  justify  the  reasonableness  of  the  through 
charges  by  comparisons  intended  to  show  that  the  factors  composing 
the  combination  rate  were  not  unreasonably  high.  For  example,  the 
IS-cent  factor  to  Houston  was  compared  witii  the  so-called  Texas  dis- 
tance-scale rates  in  effect  for  joint-line  hauls  of  from  60  to  66  miles 
within  that  state,  namely,  the  fifth-claas  rate  of  29.5  cents  and  com- 
modity rates  of  28  cents  on  gasoline,  18.5  cents  on  crude  oil,  19  cents 
<m  cottonseed  oil,  17  cents  on  angle  iron,  18  cents  on  bar  iron,  25 
cents  on  canned  goods,  29  cents  on  sugar,  and  18  cents  on  petroleum 
asphalt.  In  the  absence  of  commodity  rates  most  of  these  commodi- 
ties take  fifth  class  under  the  western  classification.  They  move  in 
great  volume  within  the  state  of  Texas,  but  it  is  not  contended  that 
any  of  them,  except  petroleum  oils,  move  from  Texas  points  to  Bir- 
mingham. The  factor  from  Houston  to  New  Orleans,  as  well  as  the 
factor  to  Houston,  is  said  to  reflect  the  influence  of  water  competi- 
tion. In  brief  on  exceptions  it  is  conceded  by  the  Director  Geiwral, 
as  Agent,  that  the  factors  to  the  Misdsslppi  Biver  should  be  con- 
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fiidered  in  the  aggregate.  The  above  comparisons  therefore  fall  short 
of  their  intended  effect.  The  distance  from  New  Orleans  to  Birming- 
ham is  365  miles.  The  factor  for  this  part  of  the  movement  was  com- 
pared with  rates  of  36.5  and  50.5  cents  contemporaneously  in  effect 
for  distances  of  215  to  363  miles  in  the  Mississippi  Valley  and  the 
southeast  which  are  admittedly  constructed  on  a  different  basis. 

We  find  that  the  rate  assailed  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
it  exceeded  51.5  cents ;  that  complainant  made  the  shipments  as  de- 
scribed and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  it  was  damaged 
in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and  those 
which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rate  herein  found  to  have  been 
reasonable ;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation  in  the  sum  of  $503.89, 
with  interest. 

An  order  awarding  reparation  will  be  entered. 
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No.  12262. 
NATIONAL  SUPPLY  COMPANY 

V. 

CHICAGO-   BURLINGTON    &   QUINCY    RAILROAD    COM- 
PANY, DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ET  AL. 


S«6nH«ed  July  15,  ISSl.    Deoide4  Febrvaty  «5,  19$$. 


Rates  on  coke,  Is  carloads,  trom  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to  Coburg  and  Fontanelle, 
Iowa,  and  Adams,  Nebr.,  found  not  unreesanable  or  otberwiae  onlawfuL 
Complaint  dismissed. 

G.  W.  Abarr  for  complainaDt. 

John  F.  Finerty  and  E.  C.  Blanehard  for  defendants. 
Repobt  of  the  Commission. 
Division  3,  Commissioners  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  Hied  by  the  Director  General,  as  Agent,  to  the 
report  proposed  by  the  examiner.  We  have  reached  conclusions 
differing  from  those  suggested  by  him. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  dealing  in  building  material,  coal, 
and  coke  at  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  alleges  that  the  rates  charged  on  three 
carloads  of  coke  shipped  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  September  21, 
October  1,  and  November  13, 1919,  to  Adams,  Nebr.,  and  Fontanelle 
and  Coburg,  Iowa,  respectively,  were  unreasonable  and  unjustly 
discriminatory.  We  are  asked  to  prescribe  reasonable  rates  for  the 
future  and  to  award  reparation.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per 
ton  of  2,000  pounds,  and  do  not  include  the  general  increase  of  1920. 

Coburg  and  Fontanelle  are  on  branch  lines  of  the  Chicago,  Bur- 
lington &  Quincy,  hereinafter  called  the  Burlington,  east  of  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  and  619  and  590  miles,  respectively,  from  Terre  Haute. 
Adams  is  southwest  of  Omaha  and  southeast  of  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  on 
the  line  of  the  Burlington  extending  from  Lincoln  to  Table  Rock, 
Nebr.,  T36  miles  from  Terre  Haute  via  Chicago  and  Lincoln  and  610 
miles  via  St.  Louis.  From  Terre  Haute  the  distances  to  Omaha  and 
Lincoln  via  Chicago  are  673  and  707  miles,  respectively. 

The  shipments  aggregated  180,200  pounds,  were  routed  by  the 
shipper  "  S.  E.  and  Q.,"  and  moved  over  the  Chicago,  Terre  Haute  & 
Sou^eastern  to  Chicago,  111.,  the  Indiana  Harbor  Belt  to  Blue 

eoLca 

D.qitizeaOyGoO<^lc 


NATIONAL  SUPPLY  CO.  V.  C,  B.  *  Q.  B.  B.  CO.  605 

Island,  I)].,  and  the  Burlington  beyond.  Charges  were  collected  at 
combioation  commodity  rate  of  $5.20  to  Coburg  and  Fontanelie  and 
$5.10  to  Adams,  composed  of  rates  of  $1.90  to  Chicago,  $8.30  to 
Coburg  and  FontaneUe, '  and  $3.30  to  Adams.  The  correct  factor 
from  Chicago  to  Adamg  was  $3.50. 

Complainant  contends  that  the  shipment  to  Adams  was  misrouted. 
A  joint  rate  of  $4.50  was  in  e£Eoct  from  Terre  Haute  to  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  over  lines  parties  to  the  tariff,  through  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
applied  to  Adams  under  the  intermediate  clause  of  the  tariff.  Both 
carriere  named  in  the  routing  instructions  enter  Chicago  and  their 
lines  constitute  a  complete  route  with  the  aid  of  a  switch  movement 
by  a  switching  road.  The  charges  of  the  latter  were  absorbed  by 
the  former.  For  all  practical  purposes  the  routing  instructions  were 
complete,  and  as  the  shipment  to  Adams  moved  in  accordance  there- 
with it  was  not  misrouted. 

When  the  shipmutt  to  Coburg  moved,  defendants  maintained  a 
joint  rate  of  $4.30  from  Terre  Haute  to  Omaha,  Nebr.,  which,  under 
the  intermediate  clause  of  the  tariff,  was  applicable  to  all  points  not 
named  therein  directly  intermediate  to  Omaha,  including  Red  Oak, 
Iowa.  A  distance  commodity  rate  of  60  cents  applied  from  Bed 
Oak  to  Coburg.  Therefore,  the  rate  applicable  on  this  shipment 
was  the  resultiog  combination,  $4.90.  The  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  should  promptly  refund  the  overcharge,  with  interest. 

Complainant  contends  that  the  Omaha  rate  should  be  accorded 
to  Coburg  and  Fontanelie  because  they  are  less  distant  from  Terre 
Haute  than  Omaha ;  and  that  as  Adams  is  nearer  Terre  Haute  than 
Lincoln,  via  either  Chicago  or  St.  Louis,  it  should  be  given  the  Lin- 
coln rate  via  Chicago.  It  urges  that  the  publication  by  the  Burling- 
ton of  rates  on  anthracite  and  bituminous  coal  from  Chicago,  St. 
Louis,  Peoria,  and  other  basing  points  to  its  stations  in  Iowa  and 
Nebraska,  north,  east,  and  south  of  Omaha  and  Lincoln,  the  same 
as  or  lower  than  to  Omaha  and  Lincoln  is  indicative  that  the  rates 
assailed  are  unreasonable  in  comparison  with  rates  on  the  same  com- 
modity to  Omaha  and  Lincoln. 

Bates  from  points  east  of  Chicago  to  the  territory  west  thereof 
are  generally  made  by  combination  on  Chicago  or  the  Mississippi 
Biver  crossings,  including  St  Louis,  and  defendants  assert  that,  as 
there  has  been  no  movement  of  coke  from  Terre  Haute  to  these 
destinations  since  the  shipments  here  considered,  joint  rates  are 
unnecessary.  They  contend  that  the  normal  movement  of  coke  to 
these  points  is  from  St.  Louis,  Chicago,  and  other  competitive  coke- 
producing  points  west  of  Terre  Haute,  and  that  until  the  rates  from 
these  competing  points,  which  are  factors  in  the  combinations  here 
assailed,  are  found  unreasonable,  this  method  of  making  rates  should 
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not  be  condemned ;  that  these  factors  and  the  applicable  < 
tions  thereof  were  and  are  reasonable  on  this  traffic;  and  that  if 
joint  rates  are  published  from  Terre  Haate  to  theaa  branch-line 
points  similar  rates  must  be  established  to  the  same  points  from 
Connellsrille,  Fa.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  numerous  otjier  eastern 
points  of  production. 

Defendants  show  that  the  ton-mile  revenues  of  7.8,  6.6,  and  T.S 
mills  yielded  by  the  rates  applicable  over  the  routes  of  movement 
to  Coburg,  Fontanelle,  and  Adams,  respectively,  are  not  unduly  high 
in  comparison  with  similar  earnings  under  contemporaneously  ap- 
plicable rates  on  coke  for  similar  distanceB  from  ConnellsTille  to 
destinations  in  Illinois,  and  from  points  in  Indiana,  Illinois,  Missouri, 
Wisconsin,  and  Minnesota,  to  ^tiona  in  Iowa,  Kebraska,  and  other 
states  in  the  same  general  territory,  and  that  the  ton-mile  earnings 
produced  by  the  factors  from  Chicago  to  destinations  compare  fav- 
orably with  those  under  rates  for  approximately  the  same  distances 
from  St.  Louis,  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  Granite  City,  lU.,  and  other  points 
to  stations  in  Iowa,  N'ebraska,  Elansas,  and  Oklahoma.  They  assert 
that  the  greater  volume  of  traffic  moving  in  the  territory  east  of 
Chicago  under  many  of  the  rates  compared  warrants  lower  rates 
than  in  the  territory  west  of  Chicago. 

Complainant  submitted  no  evidence  in  support  of  the  allegatitm 
of  unjust  discrimination. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  and  are  not  unreasonable 
or  otherwise  unlawfuL    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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BOISE  QAS  UGHT  A  COKB   CO.  V.  DIBECTOB  OBNEBAL. 


No.  12168 

BOISE  GAS  LIGHT  &  COKE  COMPANY 

«. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  DENVER  &   RIO 

GRANDE  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Butfmitted  September  t$,  19tl.    Decided  Februarv  tS,  1911. 


Rates  on  run-of-mltie  coal  from  SnnnyBlde,  Utab,  to  BoJse,  Idaho,  fonnd  not 
nnreasonable  or  otberwtw  nnlawtul.    Complaint  dlsmiBsed. 

S.  ff.  Johnson,  0,  B,  Niaon,  and  George  B.  Graff  for  complainant. 

B.  A.  Soandrett,  George  B.  Smiihy  John  0.  Moron,  and  J.  M. 
Souby  ioi  defendants. 

Bugffne  B.  Sherman  for  city  of  Boise,  interroDer. 

B&POHT  or  THE  CoHHlSfllON. 

Division  8,  Coicmissionebs  Haix,  Eastiun,  akd  Cahfbeij.. 
Bt  Division  8: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant  manQfactnres  gas  and  coke  at  Boise,  Idaho.  Its 
complaint,  filed  January  81,  1921,  assails  the  rates  of  $4.00  In  effect 
prior  to  August  26,  1920,  and  $6,625  thereafter  on  run-of-mine  coal 
from  Suimyside,  Utah,  to  Boise,  as  unreasonable,  unjustly  discrimi- 
natory, and  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  and 
exceed  the  rates  contemporaneously  applicable  on  the  same  grade 
of  coal  frtnn  Sunnyside  to  Twin  Falls,  Idaho.  We  are  asked  to 
prescribe  a  reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  rate,  and  to  award  repara- 
tion. The  ci^  of  Boise  intervened  in  support  of  the  complaint  but 
took  no  part  in  the  proceedings.  Rates  are  stated  in  amounts  per 
net  ton. 

Boise  is  on  a  branch  of  the  Oregtm  Short  Line,  486  miles  north- 
west of  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  and  594  miles  from  Sunnyside.  Twin 
Falls  is  on  another  branch  of  the  same  carrier,  289  miles  fr<Hn  Salt 
Lake  City  and  447  miles  from  SunnyEdde.  Sunnyside  is  15S  miles 
southeast  of  Salt  Lake  City  on  the  Denver  A  Rio  Grande,  and  is 
the  terminus  of  a  17-mile  qiur  extending  from  Mounds  on  the  main 
line. 

Coal  is  mined  extensively  in  central  Utah  in  what  is  known  as 
the  Castle  Gate  district    iJl  of  the  mines  in  tjiis  district,  as  a  nils, 
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take  the  same  rates  to  the  same  destinations.  Sunnymde  is  at  Bome 
distance  from  the  main  group  and  prior  to  August  26, 1920,  its  rata 
were  made  by  adding  10  cents  to  the  group  rates  from  Castle  Gate. 
The  differential  is  now  12.5  cents.  Utah  coal  is  marketed  generally 
throughout  Idaho,  and  during  the  sugar  season  large  quantities  ol 
run-of-mine  coal  are  consumed  at  the  sugar  factories  in  southcni 
Idaho.  Coal  mined  at  Sunnyside  differs  in  character  from  that  pro- 
duced in  the  Castle  Gate  district,  and  because  of  its  ooking  qual- 
ities is  sold  almost  exclusively  to  manufacturers  of  artificial  gis. 
The  only  points  in  southern  Idaho  to  which  this  coal  moves  are 
Pocatello  and  Boise.  The  tariff  naming  rates  from  Utah  mines  to 
stations  in  Idaho  and  other  northern  states  classifies  the  different 
grades  of  coal  into  lump,  nut,  and  slack.  Bun-of-mine  includes 
lump  coal  as  well  as  smaller  sizes,  and  takes  lump-coal  rates  unless 
lower  rates  are  specifically  published.  Generally  speaking,  to  pomts 
east  and  south  of  Pocatello  the  rates  on  lump  and  nut  are  the  same, 
and  lower  rates  apply  on  slack.  West  of  Pocatello  the  rates  on  the 
three  grades  of  coal  differ.  To  BoiBC,  for  illustration,  the  rates  from 
the  Castle  Gate  district  are  $5.50  on  lump,  $4,875  on  nut,  and  $4.62S 
on  slack,     As  stated,  rates  from  Sunnyside  are  12.5  cents  hig^her. 

Rates  on  run-of-mine  coal  lower  than  on  lump  are  published  to  a 
number  of  points  both  west  and  south  of  Pocatello,  including  Twin 
Falls.  Formerly  the  same  rates  applied  on  both  grades.  The  first 
departure  from  that  basis  was  made  in  1906  when  the  Union  Pacific 
and  Oregon  Short  Line  established  a  rate  on  run-of-mine  lower  than 
on  lump'  from  Uie  Wyomirtg  mines  to  Lincoln  and  Sugar  City,  Idaho, 
in  order  to  stimulate  the  development  of  sugar  factories  at  those 
points.  Other  beet-sugar  factories  were  established  in  aonthem 
Idaho  from  time  to  time,  and  they  were  also  accorded  the  benefit  of 
the  lower  rates  on  run-of-mine  coal.  In  1916  a  fai^ry  was  placed 
in  operation  at  McMillan,  Idaho,  about  1.5  miles  from  Twin  Falls, 
which  accounts  for  the  lower  rate  on  run-of-mine  to  that  point. 
The  adjustment  in  effect  from  the  Wyoming  mines  to  these  sugar- 
factory  points  was  subsequently  made  from  mines  in  the  Castle  Gate 
district  in  Utah,  and  thus  became  effective  from  Sunnyside  because 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  Tat«fl  from  that  point  are  published. 

Complainant  shows  that  rates  on  run-of-mine  lower  than  on  lump 
apply  to  135  points  in  northern  Utah  and  southern  Idaho  on  the 
Oregon  Short  Line,  and  that  to  these  points  the  average  difference 
between  the  rates  on  tiie  two  grades  is  64  cents.  Most  of  these  sta- 
tions are  intermediate  to  sugar-manufacturing  points  and  take  die 
basis  of  rates  in  effect  to  the  more  distant  points.  Based  on  the  ia- 
creose  in  the  rate  on  lump  frmn  Salt  Lake  City  to  the  Utah-Idaho 
state  line,  60  cents  tot  100  miles,  complainant  contends  ^at  the  in- 
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creasa  in  rate  to  Boise  and  a  number  of  other  points  in  Idaho,  ayw- 
aging  363  miles  from  Salt  Lake  City,  should  not  exceed  $1,766. 
This  amount,  added  to  the  rat«  of  $2.10  from  Castle  Gate  to  Salt 
Lake  Cit?,  would  produce  a  through  rate  of  $3,866.  6;  deducting 
M  cents,  the  average  differential  in  ia.vox  of  run-of-mine  coal  to 
southern  Idaho  points,  and  adding  Uiereto  the  differential  of  13.S 
cents  on  traffic  from  Sunn;side,  complainant  amves  at  a  rate  of 
$3.45,  which,  it  says,  is  a  reasonable  rate  to  apply  on  shipments  of 
run-of-mine  from  Sunnyside  to  Boise.  This  is  80  cents  leas  thim 
the  rate  on  the  same  grade  of  coal  from  Sunnyside  to  Twin  Falls. 
Complainant  asks,  however,  for  a  rate  not  in  excess  of  $4.26. 

Bates  on  coal  from  the  Castle  Gate  district  to  Boise  and  Twin 
Falls  were  prescribed  in  Consolidated.  Fuel  Co.  v.  A,^  T.  o6  S.  F.  Ry. 
Co.,  24  I.  C.  C,  213,  decided  June  3,  1912.  Prior  to  that  date,  in 
Idaho  Commercial  Clvbs  v.  O.  S.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  18  I.  C.  C,  562,  we 
prescribed  a  rate  of  $3.50  to  these  points  from  the  Eemmerer  and 
Bock  Springs  mines  in  southern  Wyoming,  applicable  on  coal  of  all 
grades.  The  rates  from  the  Castle  Gate  district  were  fixed  in  the 
ConaoUdated  Fuel  Co.  Case,  aupra,  on  the  basis  of  a  differential  of 
26  cents  over  those  from  Wyoming.  The  $8.90  rate  from  the  Wyo- 
ming mines  to  Boise,  Twin  Falls,  and  other  points  in  southern  Idaho 
was  again  before  us  in  Publio  Utilities  Com/mission  of  Idaho  v. 

0.  S.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  38  I.  C.  C,  103,  decided  February  9,  1915,  and 
was  found  not  unreasonable.  In  Compton  Coal  Co.  v.  D.  &  R.  6.  R.  R, 
Co.,  55  I.  C.  C,  718,  we  found  that  the  rates  in  effect  from  Castle 
Oat«  and  Sunnyside  to  Boise,  prior  to  their  reduction  in  compli- 
ance with  our  decision  in  the  ConaoUdated  Fuel  Co.  Case,  supra, 
were  not  unreasonable.  The  present  rates  to  Boise  and  Twin  Falls 
reflect    the    increases    following    The  Fifteen  Per   Cent  Case,  46 

1.  C.  C,  303,  genera!  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads, and  the  general  increase  of  1920.  The  Sunnyside-Boise  rate 
in  effect  subsequent  to  August  25,  1920,  yields  earnings  of  9.47 
mills  per  ton-mile  and  45.5  cents  per  car-mile,  based  on  a  car  load- 
ing of  48  tons,  the  average  weight  of  the  shipments  upon  whit^ 
reparation  is  asked. 

While  the  rate  on  nm-of-mine  to  Boise  is  alleged  to  be  unreason- 
able, the  principal  complaint  appears  to  lie  in  the  fact  that  it  exceeds 
the  corresponding  rate  to  Twin  Falls.  This  adjustment  ia  said  to 
subject  complainant  to  undue  prejudice  and  disadvantage  to  the 
undue  preference  of  and  advantage  to  the  sugar  industry  at  Twin 
Falls.  There  is  no  competition  between  complainant  and  the  con- 
sumers of  run-of-mine  coal  at  Twin  Falls,  nor,  so  far  as  the  record 
shows,  at  any  other  point  where  a  distinction  is  made  between  ratw 
on  lump  and  run-of-mine.  Moreover,  Sunnyside  coal  does  not  mors 
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to  Twin  Falls.  Rates  to  points  whera  it  does  more  are  made,  so  far 
as  classification  of  grades  is  concerned,  in  the  same  manner  as  to 
Boise.  Nothing  appears  upon  this  record  to  indicate  that  complain- 
ant is  in  any  way  prejudiced  or  suffers  any  disadvantage  in  its  mana- 
facture  of  gas  and  coke  at  Boise  because  Uie  rate  on  run-of-mine  coal 
thereto  from  Sunnyside  is  higher  than  the  corresponding  rate  on  the 
same  grade  of  coal  to  Twin  Falls. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  are  not  unreasonable  or  otherwise 
unlawfnl.  The  above  findings  are  without  prejudice  to  the  conclu- 
sions which  may  be  reached  in  any  other  proceeding  as  to  the  general 
level  of  the  rates  on  coal  in  this  territory.  The  complaint  will  be 
dismissed. 
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No.  12181. 

STANDARD  ASPHALT  &.  REFINING  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS    AGENT,  MIDLAND   VALLEY 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  September  a.  192i.    DecUd  FebrvMy  tS,  19tt. 


Rate*  on  gasoline.  In  tank-car  loada,  from  Big  Heart  and  Turley,  Ofelo.,  to 
Independence,  Kana.,  found  unrea«onabl&    Baparatloii  awarded. 

Warren  T.  Spies  for  «»Dplamant. 

E.  C.  Blanchard  for  Director  Ghmeral 

J.  W.  CUne  for  Midland  Valley  Railroad  Company. 
Report  of  thb  Cohhusion. 
Division  3,  Comiiissioneks  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Cahfbell. 
Bt  Division  8: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 
Oar  conclusions  diffw  somewhat  from  those  recommended  by  him. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  refines  petroleum  at  Independence, 
Kans.  By  complaint  filed  February  6,  1921,  it  alleges  that  the  rate 
of  19.6  cents  charged  on  three  tank-car  loads  of  gasoline  of  the  type 
known  as  absorption  gasoline  shipped  in  March,  1919,  to  Independ- 
ence, two  from  Turley,  Okla.,  and  one  from  Big  Heart,  Okla.,  was 
unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded 
15.5  cents.  Reparaticoi  only  is  asked.  Rates  are  stated  in  cents  per 
100  pounds. 

Absorption  gasoline  is  a  type  of  gasoline  produced  from  natural 
gas  by  the  so-called  absorption  process. 

Turley  and  Big  Heart  are  on  the  Midland  Valley  about  8  and  85 
miles,  respectively,  northwest  of  Tulsa,  Okla.  They  are  interme- 
diate between  TiUsa  and  Independence  over  the  route  of  movement. 
Turley  is  a  nonagency  station  and  the  shipments  from  that  point 
were  billed  from  Tulsa.  The  shipmentB  weighed  160,4^  pounds 
and  moved,  as  routed,  over  the  Midland  Valley  to  Nelagony,  Okla., 
Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  to  Coffeyville,  Kans.,  and  the  Misouri 
Pacific  to  destination.  Charges  of  ^12.86  were  collected  at  the  ap- 
plicable joint  commodity  rate  of  19.5  cents,  which  was  the  rate  on 
petroleum  oil  and  its  products,  including  compounded  petroleum 
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oils,  from  certaio  group  points  in  Oklahoma  to  Independence  and  t 
number  of  other  points  in  Kansas. 

In  support  of  its  allegations  complainant  relies  upon  the  fact  that 
the  tariff  naming  the  19.fi-oent  rate  also  carried  a  rate  of  15.fi  cents 
on  petroleum  oil  and  its  products,  including  compounded  petroleum 
oils,  from  Tulsa  to  Independence;  that  this  rate  was  unrestricted 
as  to  routing,  and  was  published  subject  to  rule  77  of  our  Tariff 
Circular  18-A.  Because  of  the  19.5-cent  commodity  rate  in  effect 
from  Turley  and  Big  Heart,  rule  77  was  not  applicable,  Stone  to  D«t 
Moines,  Iowa,  87  I.  C.  C,  872,  and  the  rate  availed  was  in  violation 
of  the  fourth  section. 

The  witness  for  defendants  endeavored  to  show  that  tiie  15.5-cent 
rate  from  Tulsa  was  a  subnormal  rate  published  to  meet  the  Kansas 
intrastate  rates ;  that  it  applied  only  from  a  few  pointc  in  northern 
Oklahoma  and  was  originally  established  by  the  Atchison,  Topeka 
&  Sante  Fe,  over  which  route  Independence  ie  91  miles  from  Tulsa, 
whereas  by  the  route  of  movement  it  is  112  miles.  This  witness  ad- 
mitted that  the  rate  from  Tulsa  was  not  restricted  because  the  Mid- 
land Valley  desired  to  participate  in  the  traffic  from  that  point 
The  publication  of  the  lfi.5-cent  rate  from  Tulsa  subject  to  rule  77 
is  tantamount  to  an  admission  by  the  defendants  that  the  hi^er  rates 
from  Turley  and  Big  Heart  were  unreasonable.  Mitaouri  River 
Building  Stone  Rates,  28  I.  C.  C,  269;  Sermumn  <6  Co.  v.  If.  Y., 
N.  H.  A  B.  R.  R.  Co.,  ttl  I.  C.  C,  118;  Sunderland  Brot.  Co.  v.  C, 
B.  <&  Q.  R.  R.  Co.,  51 1.  C.  C,  186. 

We  find  that  the  rate  assailed  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
it  exceeded  16.6  cents;  that  complainant  made  the  shipments  as  de- 
scribed and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon ;  that  it  has  been  dam- 
aged in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and 
those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rate  herein  found  reason- 
able; and  that  it  is  entitled  to  repftration  in  the  sum  of  $64.20,  with 
interest.  It  is  expected  that  the  existing  fourth  section  violaticHis 
will  be  corrected  forthwith. 

An  order  awarding  reparation  will  be  entered. 
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Ko.  12810. 
BUHLER  MILL  &  ELEVATOH  COMPANY 

DIRECTOK  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


BMbmtlted  October  tO,  tStl.    Decided  February  iS,  lOBt. 


Rates  charged  on  Bhlpments  of  floor  and  gratn  producta  milled  at  Bnhleri 
KmnB.,  from  wheat  orlKlnatiDg  In  Oklahoma  and  Kansas  and  shipped  to 
eastern  points,  found  applicable  and  not  untcasonaUe.    Complaint  dls- 


E,  H.  Hogueltmd  for  coinpla.inaiit. 

M,  O.  Roberta  and  Royal  MoKenna  for  defendants. 

BsPOBT  07  THE  CoUHISSIOM. 

Division   3,   Commissioners  Hau.,  Eastman,  and   Campbell. 
By  Division  8 : 

Ezceptions  wen  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  milling  grain  at  Buhler,  Kans.,  al- 
leges that  the  rates  charged  on  shipments  of  flour  and  grain  products, 
milled  at  Buhler  from  grain  originating  at  points  on  the  St.  Louis- 
San  Francisco,  hereinafter  called  the*  Frisco,  in  Oklahoma  and 
Kansas,  and  shipped  between  September,  1919,  and  January,  1920, 
to  points  in  Missouri  and  states  east  thereof,  vrere  unjust  and  un- 
reasonable. The  prayer  is  for  reparation.  Kates  and  charges  will 
be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Bubler  is  on  the  line  of  the  Frisco  extending  from  Beaumont  Junc- 
tion to  Ellsworth,  Kans.  The  direct  route  of  the  Frisco  to  the  east 
from  most  of  the  points  of  origin  is  through  Tulsa,  Okla.,  but  the 
rates  are  also  applicable  via  Beaumont  Junction.  The  transit  tariff 
authorized  milling  at  Buhler  at  the  applicable  rates  plus  an  out-of- 
Une  charge  for  the  added  haul  from  Beaumont  Junction  to  Buhler 
and  t«tum.  Prior  to  June  26,  1916,  the  out-of-line  charge  was  S 
cents.  On  that  date,  under  authority  of  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General  of  Railroads,  general  supplements  to  the  ap- 
plicable tariffs  became  effective.    These  supplements  provided: 

This  sapplement  does  not  Increase  transit  charges  whicb  are  additional  to 
freight  rates  and  are  assessed  to  cover  the  transit  prlYllege  proper,  but  does 
apply  to  charges  for  oot-of-llne,  back  or  other  road  hauls  when  separately 
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Carload  commodity  rates  on  floor  and  other  mill  products  and  articles  (eccept 
grain  and  seeds)  listed  tlierewltb  taking  grain  or  grain  product  rates  •  •  « 
are  bereby  Increased  In  accordance  with  table  of  rates  shown  on  pages  4  to  T 
but  not  exceeding  an  increase  of  6  cents  per  100  pounds.  ■  •  • 
The  transit  tariff  which  carried  the  out-of-line  charge  was  an  issue 
separate  from  the  tariffs  naming  the  rates,  and  the  table  shown  on 
page  4  of  the  general  supplement  to  this  issue  provided  that  charges 
of  3  cents  would  be  increased  to  i  cents. 

Defendants  have  construed  the  supplements  as  increasing  the  rates 
and  the  out-of-line  charge  separately.  In  other  words,  if,  on  June  24, 
1918,  the  rate  was  40  cents,  defendants'  view  is  that  it  was  increased 
to  46  cents  and  that  the  out-of-line  charge  was  increased  to  4  cents, 
making  an  aggregate  increase  of  7  cents.  Transportation  charges  have 
been  assessed  on  this  basis.  Complainant  contends  that  this  inter- 
pretation is  erroneous  and  that  before  applying  Uie  increase  the 
Aggregate  of  the  rate  and  the  out-of-line  charge  in  effect  on  June  24 
should  be  ascertained  and  that  aggregate  then  increased  by  the 
amount  provided  in  the  table,  maximum  6  cents.  This  contention  can 
not  be  sustained. 

Complainant  further  contends  that  if  the  tariffs  provide  for  sepa- 
rately increasing  the  components  of  the  a^regate  charge  such  in- 
creases are  unreasonable  because  not  in  compUance  with  general  order 
l^o.  28.  This  lack  of  compliance  does  not  appear  from  examination 
of  the  order  and  the  supplements  but,  even  if  it  existed,  it  would  of 
itself  afford  no  basis  for  a  finding  of  unreasonableness.  Ptu-Un  ds 
Orendorff  Go.  v.  Director  General,  69 1.  C.  C,  68;  TaUulah  Cotton  OH 
Co.  V.  Director  Oenend,  62  I.  C.  C,  42. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  applicable  and  not  unreason- 
able or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12811. 

SWIFT  &  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


EutmitteA  Septemler  t.  1921.    Decided  February  U,  iOM. 


Rates  on  fertUlz«r,  in  bags,  in  carloads,  from  aeveland  to  Mlnford,  Ohio,  dar- 
ing federal  control,  found  unreasooable.    R«^ratlon  avarded. 

A.  C  Owmn  for  complainant. 

John  F.  Finerty  and  ThoTnat  M.  Woodward  for  defendant 

Report  op  the  Couhission. 
Division  8,  Comhissioners  Hall,  Eastman,  and  Cahfbbu. 
Bt  Divibion  8 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  manufacturing  fertilizer  at  Cleve- 
land,  Ohio,  alleges,  by  complaint  filed  February  18,  1921,  that  the 
rates  charged  on  five  carloads  of  fertilizer,  in  bags,  shipped  between 
March  S,  1918,  and  March  29,  1919,  both  inclusive,  from  Cleveland 
to  Minford,  Ohio,  were  unreasonable.     Reparation  only  is  sought. 

The  shipments  moved  from  Parma,  a  point  on  the  Baltimore  A 
Ohio  within  the  Cleveland  switching  district,  which  takes  the  same 
rates  as  Cleveland.  They  aggregated  813,081  pounds  and  moved 
from  Cleveland  over  the  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  A  St.  Louis 
to  Columbus,  Ohio,  and  the  Chesapeake  &  Ohio  Northern  beyond, 
220  miles.  Charges  of  $788.68  were  collected  at  the  applicable  com- 
bination sixth-class  rates  of  20.6  cents  prior  to  June  26,  1918,  com- 
posed of  11  cents  to  Columbus  and  9.6  cents  beyond,  and  26  cents  on 
and  after  June  26,  1918,  composed  of  14  cents  to  Columbus  and  13 
cents  b^ond.  Joint  sixth-class  rates  of  14  cents  prior  to  June  25, 
1918,  and  17.5  cents  thereafter  were  in  effect  from  Minford  to  Cleve- 
land over  the  route  of  movement.  Complainant  contends  that  die 
rat«8  chairged  were  unreasonable  to  the  ext«nt  that  they  exceeded 
the  rates  in  the  opposite  direction.  On  December  2,  1919,  a  joint 
rate  of  17.6  cents  was  established  from  Cleveland  to  Minford  and 
this  rate  is  satisfactory  to  complainant. 

Fertilizer,  in  bags,  in  carloads,  is,  and  for  many  yean  has  been, 
rated  sixth  class  in  official  classification.    The  sixth-clasa  rates  in 
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effect  at  the  time  the  shipments  moved  were  those  prescribed  in 
C.  F.  A.  Class  Scale  Case,  46  I.  C.  C,  254,  as  increased  under  Tht 
Fifteen  Per  Cent  Case,  45  I.  C.  C,  803,  or  as  further  increased  on 
June  26,  1918,  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General 
of  Bailroads.  They  applied  for  both  single-line  and  joint-line  hauls 
and  generally  throughout  central  territory,  including  Ohio.  When 
'  the  shipments  moved,  Minford  was  a  new  station  on  a  comparatively 
new  line  of  railroad  that  had  been  opened  for  business  in  the  early 
part  of  1917. 

Complainant  compares  the  rates  charged  with  ^th-class  rates 
ranging  from  13  to  17  cents,  in  effect  subsequent  to  June  26,  1918, 
from  Cleveland  to  points  on  the  Hocking  Valley  and  Toledo  &  Ohio 
Central  for  two-line  hauls  of  substantially  the  same  length  as  that 
under  consideration. 

Defendant  insists  that  the  combination  rates  charged  were  not 
unreasonable,  but  offered  no  evidence  in  support  and  no  explanation 
of  the  maintenance  of  lower  rates  in  the  opposite  direction. 

We  .find  that  the  rates  charged  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  14  cents  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  and  17.5  cents  on 
and  after  that  date;  that  complainant  made  the  shipments  as  de- 
scribed and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  it  has  been  dam- 
aged in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and 
those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reason- 
able; and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest.  Complain- 
ant should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 
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OHETBOLET  MOTOB  CO.  V.   DIBEOTOB  QENBRAL. 


No.  12382. 

CHEVEOLET  MOTOR  COMPANY  OF  TEXAS 

V. 

DIRECTOR    GENERAL,    AS    AGENT,    CHICAGO,    ROCK 
ISLAND  &  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Bvbmitted  September  16.  1921.    Decided  February  tS,  IStt. 


Rates  on  auto-body  woodwork,  knocked  down,  Is  carloads,  from  SL  Louis,  Mo., 
to  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  found  unreasonable.    Rqiaraticm  awarded. 

Frank  A.  Gaynor,  Jokn  T.  Smith,  and  C.  R.  Scharff  for  complain- 
ant. 

Thomas  M.  Woodward  for  defendants. 

Report  or  the  Cohhisbiok. 

Division  3,  CoMMiseiONBRs  Haix,  Eastman,  and  CamPbeu^ 
Bt  Divibiok  S  : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant  is  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  automobile  birainesB 
at  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  By  complaint  filed  February  21,  1921,  it 
alleges  that  the  rates  chared  on  auto-body  woodwork,  koocked  down, 
in  carloads,  shipped  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Fort  Worth,  between 
September  13,  191T,  and  February  28,  1920,  both  inclusiye,  were 
unjust,  unreasonable,  and  unduly  discriminatory.  We  are  asked  to 
award  reparation.     Bates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

These  shipments  were  similar  to  those  described  in  Chevrolet  Motor 
Co.  y.  Director  General,  69  I,  C.  C,  685,  Commodity  rates  of  6i 
cents  prior  to  June  26,  1918,  and  80  cents  on  and  after  that  date, 
minimum  80,000  pounds,  were  applicable.  Commodity  rates  of  50 
cents  prior  to  June  26,  1918,  and  62.6  cents  on  and  after  that  date., 
minimimi  36,000  pounds,  were  in  effect  on  wagon  material  in  the 
rough  or  wholly  or  partly  finished.  Effective  February  29,  1920, 
the  commodity  here  considered  was  included  in  the  item  taking  the 
last-named  rate. 

Complainant  contends  that  the  applicable  rates  were  unreasonable 
to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the  contemporaneous  rates  on  wagon 
material. 
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The  emiiiigs  under  the  rates  applicable  and  under  those  in  effect 
on  wagon  material,  based  on  a  distance  of  760  miles  and  carload 
minima,  are  as  follows : 


BaU. 

TmhdIIi 

CaNnUa 

11.3 

"-v.. 

Based  on  an  average  weight  of  41,000  pounds,  the  rates  charged 
would  produce  car-mile  earnings  of  84.6  cents  to  June  26,  1918,  and 
43.2  cents  thereafter. 

Defendants'  witness  testified  that  the  item  naming  the  applicable 
rates  originally  covered  wagon  material;  that  when  the  automobile 
industry  began  to  establish  plants  in  the  southwest  it  was  amended 
to  include  auto-body  woodwork;  and  that  this  was  not  satisfactory 
and  this  woodwork  was  added  to  the  item  naming  rates  on  certain 
wooden  wagon  material.  Some  testimony  was  offered  to  the  effect 
that  auto-body  woodwork  is  more  highly  finished,  loads  lighter, 
and  is  a  higher-grade  commodity  than  wagon  material,  but  such 
testimony  is  too  general  to  be  of  controlling  weight.  An  examina- 
tion of  several  of  the  most  complicated  parts  of  the  auto-body  wood- 
work, offered  in  evidence,  indicates  that  they  are  unfinished  and 
of  a  low-grade  material. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  60  cents  prior  to  June  26,  1918,  and  62.S  centa  on 
and  after  that  date,  minimum  36,000  pounds;  that  complainant  made 
shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon ;  that 
it  has  been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the 
charges  paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates 
herein  found  reasonable ;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation.  Com- 
plainant  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 
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ALTBB  v.  DIBEOTOB  OBNEBAL, 


No.  11296. 

WILLIAM  ALTER  ET  AL. 

V. 

DIRECTOB    GENERAL,    AS    AGENT,    CHICAGO    GREAT 
WESTERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BitlmtttM  Maroh  9,  IBBl.    D«oM«d  Febmarv  S.  l»tt. 


Rates  pnbllahed  bs  carriers  punnaat  to  oar  orders  In  Interior  Iowa  Oatet, 
46  I.  O.  a.,  89,  fonnd  not  unreasonable  or  uadaly  prejudicial.    Complaint 


J.  B.  Handenon,  Walter  Condran,  and  C.  M.  Vpdegraff  for  com- 
plaiiuDt& 

Walter  B.  Jacoht  and  Frank  H.  Towner  for  defendanta. 

Report  of  the  Commission. 
DiviaioN  3,  CoHHMsiONEBB  Hall,  Attchison,  and  Eastman. 
Hall,  CoTrvmUaioneT: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainants  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  ezaminer  and  the  case  was  orally  argued. 

Complainants  are  72  corporations,  partnerships,  and  individuals 
in  business  at  Mason  City,  Iowa.  By  complaint  filed  March  1, 1920, 
as  amended,  they  allege  that  the  proportional  class  rates  between 
west-bank  Mississippi  River  crosdngs  and  Mason  City  on  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  official  territory  east  of  liie  Indiana- 
Illinois  state  line  were  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  unduly  prejudicial 
between  February  1,  1918,  and  March  14,  1919,  inclusiTe.  Repara- 
tion only  is  sought    Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

No  substantial  evidence  was  introduced  to  show  that  the  rates 
were  unduly  prejudicial  or  unreasonable  per  se.  Complainants' 
main  contention  is  that  defendants  failed  to  establish  rates  in  accord- 
ance with  our  report  and  orders  in  Interior  Iowa  Cases,  46  I.  C.  C, 
89.  Iq  that  case  we  prescribed  a  scale  of  proportional  class  rat«8 
to  apply  "between  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi  River  and  in- 
terior Iowa  cities."  The  rates  for  distances  pertinent  to  the  issues 
here  presenlAd  are  as  follows: 


Hnl. 

. 

' 

1 

. 

> 

« 

B 

0 

D 

z 

OM) 

CaU. 

CMl. 

OaU. 

Onm. 

Onm. 

OM. 

ana. 

anu. 

xntonomiiM. 

a 

N 

. 

" 

Goo<j\e 


620  INTEBSXATE  OOHMSBOB  COMUISUON  REPOBTB. 

Our  ongiiutl  ord«r  required  the  establishment  of  this  scale  by  de- 
fendants "  according  as  tiiey  participate  in  the  transportation."  On 
April  3,  1918,  we  entered  a  further  order  directing  defendants  "  ac- 
cording as  the;  participate  in  the  transportation "  to  establish  this 
scale  over  the  ahort-line  routes  between  points  on  the  west  bank  where 
the  traffic  actually  crosses  the  river  and  the  interior  Iowa  points,  in 
instances  where  they  had  not  already  done  so.  The  latter  order  was 
modified  by  our  order  of  December  9,  1918,  which  required  that  the 
rates  be  established  over  the  short  combined  two-line  rout«  from  the 
nearest  crossing  when  the  distance  over  such  route  is  less  by  25  miles 
or  more  than  that  over  the  single-line  route  from  the  same  crosmng, 
or  over  the  short  single-line  route  "  from  the  nearest  Mism^ppi 
River  crossing  when  such  route  does  not  exceed  by  S5  miles  or  mora 
the  distance  over  the  short  combined  two-line  route  from  the  same 
Mississippi  River  crossing."  In  that  order,  which  in  express  terms 
was  a  modification  of  our  preceding  order,  we  said : 

It  further  appearing,  after  fuU  conBlderstlou  of  tbe  Interests  of  all  partlea  to 
tbese  proceedtDga,  and  wltbout  adversely  affectiiig  sucli  Interests,  Incladlng  all  of 
the  Iowa  cities  Involved,  that  tbe  aforesaid  order  of  April  S,  1918,  will  be  given 
eubstanttal  force  and  effect  from  the  standpoint  of  the  practical  exigencies  of 
the  sltnatloD,  If  modified  in  the  particular  that  it  requires  the  said  defendants  to 
observe  tlie  "  short  tine  routes  "  as  a  basis  tor  establishing  the  aforesaid  scale 
of  proportional  class  rates. 

Mason  City  is  reached  directly  by  five  carriers  which  cross  the 
Mississippi  at  various  points.  These  carriers,  their  crossings,  and  the 
distances  between  Mason  City  and  the  crossings  are : 


Cuitei. 

CioMbip. 

««-«. 

uau. 

As  the  distances  over  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul,  herein- 
after called  the  Milwaukee,  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific, 
and  the  Chicago  Grreat  Western  between  their  actual  crossings  and 
Mason  City  are  more  than  201  and  less  than  220  miles,  the  rates 
for  these  distances  were  established  February  1, 1918,  as  a  compliance 
with  our  original  order,  and  are  the  rates  assailed. 

Complainants  maintain  that  our  original  order  required  the 
establishment  of  rates  based  on  the  distance  between  Mason  City 
and  the  nearest  west-bank  crossing  where  traffic  actually  crosses  the 
river,  which  is  Dubuque.  The  short-line  distance  between  these 
points  is  171  miles  over  the  Milwaukee,  and  they  contend  that  the 
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rates  prescribed  for  distances  from  161  to  180  miles  should  have 
bean  eatabliahed.  Id  support  of  this  they  recite  the  history  of  the 
proportioDal  class  rat«s  from  Mismssippi  Itiver  orosongs  to  interior 
Iowa  points,  and  refer  to  Interior  Imoa  Cities  Cats,  28  L  C.  C,  64,  and 
29  I.  C.  C,  686,  The  Miseitrippi  River  Case,  28  I.  C.  C,  47,  and  29 
I.  C  C,  680,  and  other  cases.  They  point  out  that  in  tiiis  earlier  liti- 
gation the  carriers  in  publishing  rates  to  interior  Iowa  points  in  com- 
pliance with  our  order,  took  as  a  basis  the  west-bank  point  nearest  the 
interior  Iowa  point,  and  insist  that  it  was  accordingly  established 
that  the  basis  for  the  maximum  proportional  rate  was  the  short-line 
distance. 

Defendants  refer  to  our  original  order  which  required  the  estab- 
lishment of  rates  by  the  carriers  "according  as  they  participate 
in  the  transportation,"  and  contend  that,  since  all  traffic  actually 
moves  between  the  river  and  Mason  City  by  single  line,  each  carrier 
actually  participates  in  the  transportation  between  its  particular 
crossing  and  Mason  City  over  its  own  rails  for  the  distance  previ- 
ously shown.  They  maintain  that  tiie  establishment  of  rates  based 
upon  the  distance  between  the  nearest  crossing  and  Mason  City  over 
the  ronte  by  which  the  traffic  actnally  movee  was  a  compliance  with 
this  order. 

The  shortest  single-line  distance  from  Dubuque  to  Mason  City,  171 
miles,  is  "  less  than  25  miles  more  "  than  the  shortest  two-line  route, 
164  miles,  over  the  Chicago  Gtreat  Western  to  New  Hampton,  Iowa, 
and  the  Milwaukee  beyond.  Accordingly,  in  compliance  with  our 
final  order,  rates  between  the  west-bank  crossings  and  Mason  City 
were  established  March  16,  1919,  on  the  basis  of  a  distance  of  171 
miles. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  published  pursuant  to  our 
orders  in  the  case  referred  to,  and  were  not  unreasonable  or  unduly 
prejudicial. 

The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 

Eastbcan,  Commissioner^  dissenting: 

The  original  order  in  Interior  Iowa  Cases,  46  I.  C.  C,  89,  required 
defendants  "  according  as  they  participate  in  the  transportation  "  to 
maintain  and  apply  "  between  the  west  bank  of  the  MissisEippi  River 
and  interior  Iowa  points  *'  the  scale  of  proportional  class  rates  therein 
prescribed.  It  provided  no  rule  for  determining  the  distances  to  be 
used  in  applying  the  scale  and  did  not  exclude  west-bank  points  that 
are  not  river  crossings.  It  did  not  specify  whether  the  rates  should  be 
based  on  short-line  distances  from  the  nearest  point,  or  on  the  average 
distances  from  all  west-bank  points,  or  whether  each  carrier  should 
publish  the  scale  rates  from  each  west-bank  point  served  by  it.   There 
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was  Dothiog  to  indicate  that  the  phrase  "  according  as  they  partici- 
pate in  the  transportation,"  appearing  in  the  orders,  was  intended  to 
serve  any  otiier  than  its  customary  function  of  excluding  parties  de> 
fendant  that  would  not  participate  in  the  rates  prescribed.  The  sup- 
plemental order  of  April  3,  1918,  required  rates  to  be  based  on  &s 
short-line  distances  from  the  points  "  where  the  traffic  actually  erodes 
the  rirer."  Apparently  the  only  effect  of  this  order  was  to  ezclndc 
weet-bank  points  that  are  not  river  crossings,  Muscatine,  for  example, 
and  to  require  the  use  of  short-line  distances.  It  failed,  as  did  the 
former  order,  to  spedfy  which  of  the  several  west-bank  crossings 
should  be  used  as  a  basis  for  fixing  the  rates  between  the  MissiBfflppi 
Eiver  and  interior  Iowa  cities. 

Dubuque  is  an  important  west-bank  crossing.  The  Chicago  Great 
Western,  the  Illinois  Central,  and  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy 
cross  the  Mississippi  Biver  at  that  point.  On  the  date  of  our  original 
order  proportional  rates  based  on  the  short-line  distance  were  main- 
tained between  Dubuque  and  Mason  City  by  way  of  the  Chio^ 
Great  Western  direct,  216  miles;  iointly  by  tiiat  line  and  the  Min- 
neapolis &  St.  Louis,  174  miles;  and  by  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft 
St.  Paul,  l7l  miles.  It  is  not  contended  that  these  lines  were  not 
participating  in  the  truisportation  between  Mason  City  and  points 
ea^  of  the  Indiana-Illinois  state  line.  Clearly  there  is  nothing  in 
the  orders  which  authorized  abandonment  of  tiie  Dubuque  gateway, 
or  of  any  existing  route,  or  the  application  between  that  point  and 
Mason  City  over  either  of  such  routes  of  higher  proportional  rat«8 
than  were  provided  in  the  scale.  Fixing  the  rates  on  basis  of  the 
longer  distance  from  Sabula  in  effect  eliminated  Dubuque  as  a  west- 
bank  crossing  and  deprived  Mason  City  of  any  benefit  of  its  prox- 
imity to  that  gateway. 

In  my  judgment,  a  literal  construction  of  these  orders  wsrnmted 
each  carrier  in  establishing  rates  between  the  various  west-bank 
crossings  and  interior  Iowa  common  points,  based  on  the  scale  for 
their  respective  distances,  but  such  an  adjustment  would  have  been 
contrary  to  the  long-established  custom  of  equalizing  rates  by  way 
of  the  different  routes  and  river  crossings.  The  order  shonld  hav« 
been  construed  in  the  light  of  the  then  existing  practice,  mentioned 
in  the  report,  of  basing  rates  on  the  short-line  distances  from  the 
nearest  crossing.  No  deviation  from  that  practice  was  suggested  in 
the  report  or  order.  It  was  followed  in  fixing  rates  to  Dee  Moines 
and  other  interior  Iowa  common  points  and  was  finally  required  at 
Mason  City  under  our  order  of  December  9, 1918. 

If  it  be  true  that  the  rates  attacked  contravened  the  orders  in  ques- 
tion, no -further  proof  of  unreasonableness  or  undue  prejudice  should 
be  required.    In  this  respect  the  situation  is  like  that  considered  in 
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RaHroad  Commissioners  of  Iowa  y.  M.  <&  St.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  64 1.  C.  C, 
67S,  in  which  we  said : 

The  facta  of  record  and  tbe  cententloiiB  of  the  parties  relate  prlmarll;  to  the 
qnestlon  whether  the  tatea  assailed  cooform  with  the  reasooable  and  non- 
prejDdtdal  basis  prescribed  In  Interior  lov>a  Ctuet,  tvpn.  In  that  proceeding 
we  announced  the  principle  which  should  govern  the  determination  of  pro- 
portloQal  class  and  commodity  rates  between  Interior  Iowa  dtles  and  Mlsafa- 
aippl  HlTor  crosalnga,  Irre^iectiTe  of  changes  In  the  levd  of  such  rates.  To 
the  extent  that  the  rates  aBsailed  are  higher  than  would  result  from  the  correct 
application  of  this  principle  they  must,  in  the  absence  of  coDTindng  evidence 
to  the  contrary,  be  deemed  unreasonable  and  unduly  prejadldal. 

In  this  connection  there  are  other  facts  of  record  which  should  be 
considered.  The  decision  in  Inierior  Iowa  Cages,  supra,  purported  to 
extend  to  interior  Iowa  cities  a  greater  measure  of  relief  than  had 
been  granted  in  former  proceedings.  In  the  original  case,  28  I.  C.  C, 
64,  29  I.  C.  C,  536,  we  approved  a  scale  of  proportional  class  rates 
to  and  from  east-bank  crossings  based  on  the  Iowa  distance  rates  to 
and  from  the  nearest  west-bank  crossing,  plus  2  cents  on  first  and 
second  classes  and  1  cent  on  the  lower  classes  for  the  river  transfer. 
In  the  final  report,  Interior  Iowa  Cases,  supra,  we  said,  at  page  59 : 

Although  the  proportional  rates  subsequently  established  bad  our  approval. 
It  becomes  apparent  that  the  toterlor  Iowa  dtlee  were  not  given  the  relief  which 
this  broader  record  shows  they  are  entitled  to  have. 

The  distance  scale  of  proportional  rates  there  prescribed  between 
west-bank  crossings  and  interior  Iowa  cities  was  lower  than  had 
been  fixed  under  the  former  decision.  The  record  in  this  case  shows 
that  the  rates  attacked  ranged  from  0.3  cent  on  class  C  to  0  cents  on 
first  class  higher  than  the  rates  resulting  from  our  original  report, 
which  in  turn  were  condemned  as  unreasonable  and  unduly  preju- 
dicial in  Interior  Iowa  Oases,  supra.  It  also  appears  that  they  were 
substantially  higher  than  the  local  distance  tariff  rates  from  Dubuque 
to  Mason  City,  which  contemporaneously  applied  on  intrastate  traffic, 
and  which  would  have  been  available  for  use  as  components  of 
through  rates  on  interstate  traffic  in  the  absence  of  specific  rates. 
Considering  these  facts  and  the  further  fact  that  the  use  of  Sabula 
rather  than  Dubuque,  the  nearest  cr(»sing,  as  a  base  point  was  con- 
trary to  the  general  custom  and  resulted  in  relatively  higher  rates 
than  were  applied  to  and  from  competing  interior  Iowa  cities,  I  am 
unable  to  escape  the  conclusion  that  the  rates  attacked  were  unreason- 
able and  unduly  prejudicial. 
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No.  12280.» 
CENTRAL  ILLINOIS  LIGHT  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  CHICAGO  &   ALTON 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  September  iS,  iSBl.    Decided  February  tS,  IStS. 


Rates  on  bltamtnoiiB  coal,  in  carlo&ds,  from  mines  in  the  Springfield  district, 
and  In  the  Peoria  county  and  Fulton  county  groups,  tn  Illlnola,  to  Feorin, 
lU.,  during  federal  control,  found  not  onreasonable.    GomplalnU  dlsmlsaed. 

E.  M.  Field  for  complainanta. 

Royal  McKenma  for  Director  General. 

A.  C.  RtaicK  ior  Coal  Trade  Bureau  of  IHinois  and  Illinois  Coal 
Traffic  Bureau,  and  B.  W.  Ropieguet  for  Perry  County  Coal  Cor- 
poration, intePTeners. 

Rbfort  of  the  Cohm ibsion. 
DivieioN  3,  CoHHisaioNEBS  Hall,  EAsncAN,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Dmsioif  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainants  are  individuals,  firms,  and  corporations  dealing  in 
or  using  coal  at  Peoria,  111.  They  aUege  that  the  rates  charged  on 
numerous  carloads  of  bituminous  coal  shipped  between  June  2S  and 
October  6, 1918,  from  mines  in  the  Springfield  district,  in  the  Peoria 
county  group,  and  in  Fulton  county  group  No.  1,  in  Illinois  to  Peoria 
were  unreasonable.  The  prayer  is  for  reparation.  Int«TTening  pe- 
titions were  filed  by  the  Illinois  Coal  Traffic  Bureau,  Coal  Trade 
Bureau  of  Illinois,  and  Perry  County  Coal  Corporation.  Rates  will 
be  stated  in  amounts  per  net  ton. 

The  shipments  moved  from  Springfield,  Virden,  Girard,  Norris, 
Auburn,  Sherman,  Kincaid,  Pawnee,  and  Benid,  in  the  Springfield 
district;  from  Pottstown,  in  Peoria  county  group;  and  from  Norris 
and  Canton,  in  Fulton  county  group  No.  1.  The  rates  from  these 
groups  to  Peoria  were  as  follows : 
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Complainants  contend  tiiat  the  rates  establidied  June  26,  1918, 
were  in  ezcees  of  those  authorized  by  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General  of  Railroads,  as  is  evidenced  by  the  subsequent  re- 
duction, and  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  those 
establidied  October  6,  1918.  General  order  No.  28  authorized  in- 
creases of  specific  amounts  in  the  rates  on  coal:  15  cents  where  the 
rates  did  not  exceed  49  cents ;  20  cents  where  the  rates  were  from  50 
cents  to  99  cents ;  and  greater  amounts  where  the  rates  were  $1  or 
more.    That  order  also  provided : 

Wbere  rates  from  prodoclDK  points  or  to  destliiatlons  have  been  based  on  fixed 
dlirer«itlala  In  cents  per  ton,  sacb  dlfferentUls  to  be  mslntatned,  tbe  Increase 
to  b«  Ocnred  on  tbe  blghest  rated  point  or  gronp. 

Since  1916  the  rates  to  Peoria  from  the  Springfield  district  have 
borne  a  definite  relationship  to  those  from  southern  Ulinois  mines. 
Under  general  order  Ko.  28  the  rate  to  Peoria  from  Herrin,  a  repre- 
flentative  point  in  the  southern  Illinois  Qoal  field,  was  increased  by  28 
cents  and  because  of  the  then  existing  relationship  the  rates  from  the 
Springfield  district  were  increased  by  corresponding  amounts.  An 
investigation  made  subsequent  to  June  25, 1918,  developed  that  prac- 
tically all  coal  used  in  Peoria  originated  in  the  Springfield  district 
or  in  the  Fulton  county  group.  As  a  result  the  rates  from  the  Spring- 
field district  and  the  Fulton  county  and  Peoria  county  groups,  and 
between  other  points,  were  revised  so  as  to  reflect  the  speci^c  in- 
creases authorized  in  ^neral  order  No.  28.  The  freight  rate  autiior- 
ity  authorizing  this  revision  provided  that  the  revised  rates  were  "  to 
be  made  by  adding  to  the  rates  in  effect  on  June  24, 1918,  the  specific 
advance  authorized  in  section  3  of  general  order  No.  28  on  coal,  dis- 
regarding the  rule  covering  disposition  of  fractions.  Similar  changes 
to  be  made  from  mines  related  to  tbe  southern  Illinois  group  to  all 
destinations  specified "  in  particular  tariffs.  This  revision  resulted 
in  both  reductions  and  increases,  the  increases  in  some  instances 
amounting  to  5  cents. 

Defendants  urge  that  tbe  reasonableness  of  the  rat«s  did  not  enter 
into  the  revision  on  October  5, 1918,  and  that  this  revision  should  not 
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be  regarded  as  an  admission  of  the  unreasonableness  of  the  higher 
rates  established  on  June  25,  1918.  The  fact  that  rates  were  not  es- 
tablished in  strict  conformity  with  the  provisioDB  of  genrasl  order 
Mo.  28  has  been  repeatedly  found  bj  us  to  be  insufficient  in  itself  ta 
support  a  finding  of  unreasonableness. 

The  only  other  evidence  submitted  by  complainants  was  a  com* 
parison  of  the  ton-mile  earnings  under  the  rates  assailed  with  lower 
eamings  under  rates  between  points  in  Illinois  for  hauls  greatly  in 
excess  of  thc^  between  the  points  here  considered.  The  rates  assailed 
compare  favorably  with  numerous  rates  on  coal  for  comparable  dis- 
tances between  points  in  the  same  territory,  referred  to  by  defendants. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  unreasonable.  The  com* 
plaints  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.    11454. 
INTERNATIONAL  NICKEL  COMPANY 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  AND  GRAND  TRUNK 

RAILWAY  COMPANY  OF  CANADA. 


Submitted  January  18,  19S1.    Decided  Febrwtry  U,  19S2. 


Rate  charged  on  blister  copper,  la  carloads,  from  Port  Colborae,  Ontario,  Can- 
ada, to  Constable  Hook  and  Gbrome,  N.  J.,  found  anreaBooable.  Repara- 
tion awarded. 

Luther  M,  Waller  and  John  S.  Buroh/more  for  complainant. 
A  lexander  H.  Elder  and  Charlea  E.  MiUer  for  Director  General  of 
Railroads,  as  Agent. 

Refobt  of  the  CoMUiseioN. 
Bt  thb  Cohhibsion  : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner  and  oral  argument  was  had. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  refining  nickel  at  Port  Colbome,  On- 
tario, Canada,  and  Constable  Hook,  N.  J.,  alleges  tiiat  the  fifth-class 
rate  of  36  cents  charged  on  26  carloads  of  blister  copper  shipped 
from  Port  Colbome  to  Constable  Hook  and  Chrome,  N.  J.,  New 
York  district  rate  points,  between  August,  1918,  and  March  9,  1919, 
both  inclusive,  was  unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  the  ex- 
tent that  it  exceeded  the  subsequently  established  commodity  rate 
of  23.5  cents.  Reparation  only  is  sought.  Rates  will  be  stated 
in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Three  of  the  shipments  moved  over  the  Grand  Trunk  of  Canada, 
hereinafter  termed  the  Grand  Trunk,  to  Suspension  Bridge,  N.  Y., 
22  miles,  and  thence  over  the  Lehigh  Valley  to  Constable  Hook,  466 
miles.  It  appears  that  the  other  shipments  moved  over  the  Grand 
Trunk  to  Black  Rock,  N.  Y.,  20  miles,  and  thence  over  the  Delaware, 
Lackawanna  &.  Western  to  Taylor,  Pa.,  and  the  Central  of  New  Jer- 
sey, hereinafter  termed  the  Central,  to  Constable  Hook  and  Chrome, 
452  and  458  miles,  respectively. 

Complainant  began  operating  its  plant  at  Port  Colbome  early  in 
the  summer  of  1918,  and  on  July  80,  1918,  asked  defendants  to 
establish  a  conmiodity  rate  on  blister  copper  from  Fort  Colbome 
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to  these  destinations,  stating  that  shipments  would  begin  to  moTe 
la.te  in  August.  A  joint  commodity  rate  of  23.6  cents,  minimum 
40,000  pounds,  became  effective  March  10, 1919. 

Prior  to  the  hearing  the  Director  General,  as  Agent,  moved  to  dis- 
miss the  complaint  on  the  ground  that,  since  we  have  do  juriBdiction 
to  prescribe  a  joint  rate  for  the  future  from  a  point  in  Canada  to  a 
point  in  the  United  States,  we  are  without  power  to  award  repara- 
tion for  damages  growing  out  of  the  application  of  such  a  rate  in  the 
past.  This  motion  was  denied,  but  was  renewed  at  the  hearing  and 
on  brief.  The  Grand  Trunk,  the  Canadian  corporation  defendant, 
by  letter  filed  prior  to  the  hearing  also  challenged  our  jurisdiction 
to  award  reparation  against  it  for  any  portion  of  the  charges  which 
it  received  for  the  haul  in  Canada. 

The  charging  of  an  unreasonable  rate  is  a  tort,  Southern  Pac.  Co. 
T.  DameH-Taenzer  Co.,  245  tJ.  S.,  531,  534,  and  tiie  parties  to  such 
a  rate  are  jointly  and  severally  liable  for  any  resulting  damage. 
NicoU,  Stone  <&  Myers  Co.  v.  L.  c6  N.  R.  R.  Co.,  14  I.  C.  C.  199 ; 
Atlantio  (fi  Pacific  RaUroad  v.  Laird,  164  U.  S.,  393,  399. 

Section  1  (5)  of  the  interstate  conmierce  act  provides: 

All  chargea  made  for  any  service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered  In  the  transpor- 
tation of  passengers  or  property  *  ■  *  or  In  connection  tberewltb,  ahaU  b« 
Just  and  reasonable,  and  ever;  nnjust  and  unreasonable  cbarge  tor  sacb  aerrlc* 
or  any  part  thereof  Is  problblted  and  declared  to  be  nnlawful    •    •     • 

Section  8  of  the  act  provides : 

That  In  case  any  common  carrier  mbject  to  tbe  provlalona  of  tbls  Act 
shall  do,  cause  to  be  done,  or  permit  to  be  done  an;  act,  matter,  or  thiag  In  this 
Act  prohibited  or  declared  to  be  snlawfnl,  •  •  •  sacb  common  carrier 
Bhall  be  liable  to  the  person  or  persons  Injured  thereby  tor  tbe  full  amount  of 
^maget  tugtained  In  consequence  of  any  sucb  vlolattoD  of  the  pravislons  of 
this  Act    •    •     •     [Italics  ours.] 

American  lines  parties  to  a  joint  rate  from  or  to  a  point  in  Canada, 
the  charges  under  which  are  unreasonable,  "cause  to  be  done"  or  "do" 
a  thing  (i.  e.,  the  collection  of  unreasonable  charges  for  the  trans- 
portation of  property)  "prohibited  and  declared  to  be  unlawful"  by 
the  act,  and  are  "liable  to  the  person  or  persons  injured  thereby  for 
the  full  amount  of  the  damage  sustained." 

In  Blaek  Horse  Tolaceo  Co.  v.  /.  C,  R.  R.  Co.,  17  I.  C.  C,  688,  wo 
said  at  page  590  what  is  equally  applicable  here : 

If  the  American  line  saw  fit.  It  mlgbt  doubtless  name  a  rate  to  the  Mexican 
border,  and  in  that  event  we  could  deal  only  wltb  tbe  servjce  up  to  the  Haxlcan 
line.  Instead  of  adopUng  that  course  the  American  carriers,  In  conaectlon 
with  tbe  Mexican  carrier,  establlsbed  a  Joint  charf;e  for  tbe  nitire  service  tram 
the  point  In  tbe  United  States  to  tbe  point  In  Ueztco,  and  gave  no  Infomutlon 
as  to  tbe  part  of  that  charge  whlcb  would  accrue  to  the  American  mads.  This 
does  not  relieve  the  Amerkiaa  carrlara  bom  obligation  to  Impose  a  raaaoDable 
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eharge  for  tbelr  eerrln;  It  does  make  tt  imposalble  for  the  CommlMrton  to 
determine  tbe  reaMuableneaB  of  that  diarge,  except  bj  examialnK  the  entira 
throngh  rate. 

Clearly,  we  have  do  anthorltr  to  establieOi  a  rate  of  traDBportatian  In 
Mexico ;  nor  to  order  the  malDtenanpe  of  a  rate  for  the  future  from  a  point  In 
the  United  States  to  a  point  In  Mexico;  bnt  we  may  require  the  American 
carriers  to  cease  and  desist  from  contltraiDK  to  apply  a  Joint  tbnmgb  rata,  or 
any  rule,  regulation,  or  practice  in  connection  with  that  Joint  through  rate,  and 
we  may,  wliere  such  rate  has  been  voluntarily  maintained,  inquire  whether  it 
has  been  reasonable,  and  if  found  unreasonable,  award  damagee  In  that  behalf, 

•  In  Larrowe  MiOmg  Co.  v.  C,  W.  <&  L.  E.  B.  B.,  52  I.  C.  C,  145, 
we  found  the  charges  collected  od  certain  shipments  from  Wallace- 
burg,  Ontario,  a  point  on  the  Chatham,  Wallaceburg  &  Lake  Erie 
to  points  in  the  United  States,  to  have  been  unreasonable  and  awarded 
reparation,  saying: 

In  BO  far  aa  the  matter  of  reparation  is  concerned,  although  we  are  without 
power  to  mforce  an  order  against  the  Ohatbam,  WallacebnrK  &  Lake  Erie 
Railroad,  If  these  railroads  constituting  a  through  route  for  traffic  from  a 
point  In  Canada  to  a  point  in  the  United  States  concurred  In  a  through  rat« 
or  a  carload  minimum  that  was  unreasonably  high,  they  are  Jointly  and  sev- 
erally re^tonslble  for  any  damsge  that  might  result  to  any  shipper  on  account 
of  such  unlawful  rate  or  minimum. 

That  finding  was  followed  in  Monarch  Paper  Co.  v.  C.  P.  By.  Co., 
53  I.  C.  C,  620. 

It  is  said  that  the  amendments  made  by  the  transportation  act, 
1920,  in  section  1  of  the  act  to  regulate  commerce,  as  amended,  have 
changed  or  restricted  the  jurisdiction  which  was  thei^tofore  vested 
in  us  by  that  section.  These  amendments  carry  our  territorial  juris- 
diction up  to  the  international  boundary  line,  at  which  that  of  Con- 
gress itself  halts.  Our  territorial  jurisdiction  as  to  foreign  com- 
merce is  thus  coextensive  with  that  of  the  federal  government.  No 
act  of  Congress  has  force  of  law  beyond  that  boundary  line,  but  up 
to  it,  as  everywhere  else  within  the  United  States,  the  interstate 
commerce  act  has  full  effect  just  as  the  federal  control  act  had  effect 
when  these  shipments  moved. 

By  section  1  of  the  interstate  commerce  act  It  is  declared  that  its 
provisions  shall 

apply  to  common  carriers  engaged  in  the  transportation  of  *  *  *  property 
wholly  by  railroad  •  •  •  to  any  place  in  the  United  States  •  •  •  from 
a  foreign  country,  but  only  in  so  fsr  as  sach  traaaportatlon  •  •  •  takes 
place  wltlUn  the  United  States, 

and 

shall  also  apply  to  snch  transportation  of  •  •  •  property  *  *  •  but 
only  in  so  far  as  ssch  transportatirai  •  •  ■  takes  placa  wltliln  tbe  United 
States,  but  shall  not  apply  to  the  transportation  of  ■  ■  ■  property,  or  to 
the  receiving,  d^verlng,  storage,  or  liandllng  of  property,  wh(dlj  wltUn  one 
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State  and  not  sblpped    •    *    •    from  ■  foreign  cotmtiT    *    *    *    to  anj 
place  ta  the  United  Statei  as  aforeaald. 

In  view  of  the  variance  of  opinion  entertained  with  respect  to  our 
jurisdiction  in  the  premises,  it  seems  desirable  that  our  ruling  in  this 
case,  which  is  fairly  characteristic  of  those  presenting  the  same  issae 
of  law,  should  be  reviewed  by  the  courts  in  order  that  the  extent  of 
our  jurisdiction  may  be  judicially  established  for  our  guidance  in 
similar  cases  as  they  may  arise. 

The  President  in  time  of  war  took  over  the  possession  and  opera- 
tion of  the  railroads  and  systems  of  transportation  over  which  thtat 
shipments  moved  in  the  United  States,  The  shipments  were  so  moved 
by  him.  During  the  period  of  federal  control  the  President  initiated 
the  rate,  in  so  far  as  movement  within  the  United  States  is  concerned, 
under  which  these  shipments  moved  within  the  United  States,  and 
collected  and  enforced  the  rate  so  initiated.  It  was  charged  upoo 
these  shipments, 

-Section  206  (c)  of  the  transportation  act,  1920,  provides  that — 
complatnts  praying  for  reparation  on  acconnt  of  damnEe  claimed  to  have  been 
caused  by  reason  of  the  collection  or  enforcement  by  or  through  the  Prealdait 
dnrlng  the  period  of  Federal  control  of  rates  •  •  •  charges  •  •  *  (indnd- 
Ing  those  applicable  to  Interstate,  foreign,  or  Intrastate  traffic)  which  were  ns- 
just,  onreasoDftble  *  *  *  or  otherwise  In  violation  of  the  Interstate  Cktmmerve 
Act,  may  be  Sled  with  the  Oommtssion.  within  one  year  after  the  termination 
of  Federal  control,  against  the  agent  designated  b;  the  President  under  subdi- 
vision (a)  *  *  *  The  Commission  Is  hereby  given  Jurisdiction  to  bear  and 
decide  such  complaints  In  the  manner  provided  In  the  Interstate  Commera 
Act,    •    •    •. 

The  complaint  before  us  was  of  this  nature  and  was  filed  with  ui 
in  accordance  with  section  206  (c). 

Blister  copper  is  obtained  by  complainant  in  the  process  of  refining 
copper-nickel  matte.  The  shipments  averaged  88,271  pounds  per  car 
and  for  a  distance  of  478  miles  the  rate  assailed  yielded  14,6  mills  per 
ton-mile  and  61  cents  per  car-mile.  Port  Colbome  is  a  78  per  cent 
rate  point,  and  the  rate  charged  was  78  per  cent  of  the  Chicago-New 
York  fifth-class  rate  on  eastbound  traffic.  The  rate  on  copper  from 
Chrome  and  Constable  Hook  to  Port  Colborne  was  24.5  cents,  mini- 
mum 40,000  pounds.  The  commodity  rate  on  copper  from  Chicago  to 
New  York  rate  points  was  30  cents  and  the  rate  of  28.5  cents  subse- 
quently established  is  78  per  cent  of  that  rate. 

Complainant  refers  to  rate  of  18.7  cents,  minimum  60,000  pounds, 
on  ferrosilicon  from  Welland,  Ontario,  and  22  cents,  minimum  40,000 
pounds,  on  cyanamid  from  Niagara  Falls,  Ontario,  to  New  York. 
These  commodities  are  said  to  be  similar  to  blister  copper  from  a  trans- 
portation standpoint.  The  rates  on  black  copper,  which  is  cwnpetittve 
with  blister  copper,  from  Cleveland  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  New 
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York  rate  points  are  based  on  eetablished  percentages  of  the  Chicago- 
New  York  rate. 

On  behalf  of  the  Director  General,  as  Agent,  it  wag  testified  Uiat 
points  in  central  territory  within  the  United  States  are  customarily 
accorded  commodity  rates  based  on  the  same  percentage  of  the  New 
York-Chicago  commodity  rate  as  applies  in  connection  with  class 
rates,  but  that  this  system  of  rate  making  has  not  been  extended  to 
points  in  Canada  between  the  Niagara  frontier  and  the  St.  Clair 
Biver;  tiiat  the  rates  from  Detroit,  Mich.,  a  78  per  cent  rate  point,  are 
not  necessarily  observed  as  maxima  in  publishing  rates  from  Port 
Colbome  or  other  intermediate  points  in  Canada ;  that  the  only  com- 
modity rate  from  Port  Colbome  to  New  York  rate  territory  is  the 
present  rate  on  blister  copper ;  and  that  although  the  latter  rate  is 
made  on  a  percentage  basis  it  must  be  considered  as  a  concession  to 
complainant. 

The  Grand  Trunk  hauled  the  shipments  a  little  more  than  20  miles, 
or  less  than  5  per  cent  of  the  total  distance,  but  received  as  its  division 
3S  per  cent  of  the  total  revenue.  The  conunodity  rate  subsequently 
established  was  divided  in  the  same  manner.  In  view  of  the  Grand 
Trunk's  refusal  to  participate  in  the  hearing,  no  evidence  was  pre- 
sented in  defense  of  the  disproportionate  division  received  by  it.  It 
is  contended  that  the  division  received  hy  the  lines  within  the  United 
States,  22.7  cents  for  a  haul  of  about  460  miles,  was  not  excessive  or 
unreasonable.  The  ton-mile  earnings  of  these  tines  on  the  shipments 
were  less  than  thoao  of  the  Central  and  the  Delaware,  Lackawanna  A 
Western  on  all  traffic,  hut  the  length  of  the  haul  greatly  exceeded  the 
average  haul  on  aU  traffic  of  either  the  Central  or  the  Lackawanna. 
We  must  consider  the  reasonableness  of  the  joint  rate  as  a  whole. 

We  find  that  the  charges  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  those  that  would  have  accrued  at  a  rate  of  23.5 
cents  per  100  pounds;  that  complainant  made  the  shipments  as  de- 
scribed and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon ;  that  it  has  been  dam- 
aged in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and 
those  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation 
fnnn  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  as  Agent,  with  interest 
Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice. 

EscH,  Commisaumer,  dissenting: 

I  can  not  agree  with  the  conclumons  of  the  majority  in  this  case. 
Whatever  may  have  beed  the  rule  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  trans- 
portation act,  1920,  an  amendment  therein  made  to  section  1  of  the 
interstate  commerce  act  specifically  restricts  our  jurisdiction  over 
foreign  comma«e  to  that  part  of  the  transportation  taking  place 
within  the  United  States.    It  is  clear  from  the  report  of  the  majority 
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that  the  unreasooableiiess  of  the  through  rates  assailed  inhered  in  the 
divisions  received  for  that  part  of  the  transportation  whii^  toa^ 
place  within  Canada  and  that  the  chaises  received  for  that  part  of 
the  transportaiion  within  the  United  States  were  cot  unreasonable. 
In  my  opinion  we  should  follow  Pai/meiU  of  Charges  in  United  Statei 
Currency,  69 1.  C.  C,  263,  wherein  it  was  held  that  we  can  not  under- 
take to  render  a  decision  affecting  the  charges  for  transportation  be- 
yond the  borders  of  the  United  States. 

CoKHissioNESs  Danieu  and  Fotteii  dissent 

CoMHissioNEB  AiTOHisoN  did  not  participate  in  the  disposition  of 
this  case. 
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No.  11978. 
NORTHWEST  STEEL  COMPANY  ET  AL. 

V. 

CHICAGO,   BURLINGTON   &   QUINCY   RAILROAD    COM- 
PANY, DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ET  AL. 


Svtimttted  Janvary  19,  ISiZ.    Deolded  IforoA  4,  iStt. 


RatM  on  Tttngh  steel  ahaftliiK  in  carloada  from  Gamden,  N.  J.,  Buffalo,  N.  T., 
TitusTllle  and  Nicetown,  Pa.,  and  Oni?,  Ind..  to  Portland,  Ores.,  and 
Tacoma,  Waah.,  found  nnreasonable.    Reparation  awarded. 

Wm.  C.  McCvMooh  and  Rogtn  MacVeagh  for  complajnanta. 

R.  H.  C%iibertson  for  interveDerB. 

Jofin  F.  Fineriy,  H.  A.  Sctmdrett,  J,  M.  Sovby,  W.  A.  Sobbins, 
Ben  C.  Dey,  and  Fred  W.  Seid  for  defendants. 
Report  of  thb  Commisnon. 
Division  4,  CoMMissiONEica  Meteb,  Danieu,  and  Potter. 
Bt  DiviaiON  4: 

Exceptions  to  the  ezaminer'a  proposed  report  were  filed  by  the  de- 
fendants and  the  case  was  orally  argued  before  us. 

Oomplamant  corporations.  Northwest  Steel  Company  and  Colum- 
bia River  Shipbuilding  Corporation,  were  engaged  at  Portland, 
Oreg.,  diuing  the  period  covered  by  the  complaint,  in  the  construc- 
tion of  steel  ships  for  the  United  States  Shipping  Board,  Emergency 
Fleet  Corporation.  The  complaint  filed  November  27,  1920,  alleges 
that  the  rates  charged  on  2fi  carload  shipments  of  "steel  forgings  " 
from  Camden,  N.  J.,  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  and  Gary,  Ind.,  to  Portland 
during  the  period  from  July  14,  1918,  to  September  6,  1919,  were 
unjust  and  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  certain 
commodity  rates  subsequently  established.  The  complaint  was 
orally  amended  at  the  hearing  to  include  additional  shipments.  An 
intervening  petition  filed  at  the  hearing  by  the  Todd  Dry  Dock 
&  Consbiiction  Corporation,  United  States  Navy  Department,  and 
United  States  Shipping  Board,  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation,  at- 
tacks the  rates  charged  on  shipments  of  similar  commodities  mov- 
ing during  the  same  period  from  Nicetown  and  Titusville,  Pa.,  to 
Tacoma,  Wash.  Reparation  is  ashed  by  complainants  and  inter- 
vcoera.    Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  100  poonda. 
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Complainants'  shipments  moved  over  the  defendant  cairiera'  line 
and  consisted  of  rough-turned  solid  forged-steel  shafting  of  three 
distinct  types  known  as  thrust,  line,  and  propeller  or  tail  abtht 
The  thrust  shafts  were  9  feet  long  and  weighed  approzimatel;  8^ 
pounds  each.  They  had  a  flange  turned  on  one  end  and,  at  about 
the  middle,  several  smaller  flanges  or  coUars.  The  line  shafts  wen 
22.5  feet  long,  weighed  approximately  12,500  pounds  each  and  hid 
flanges  turned  on  both  ends.  The  propeller  or  tail  shafts  were  IT 
feet  long  with  a  flange  turned  on  one  end  and  tapered  at  the  otln 
end.  They  weighed  approximately  9,000  pounds  each.  The  speci- 
fications under  which  the  shafting  was  manufactured  provided  thit 
it  should  be  rough  turned  before  shipment  to  within  one-eighth  or 
one-sixt«enth  inch  of  final  dimensions.  The  specifications  nen 
largely  disregarded  by  the  manufacturers.  Most  of  the  shafting  wu 
not  rou^  turned  down  as  much  as  it  should  have  been,  and  tiie 
rough  turning  was  in  substance  merely  a  precautionary  measure 
taken  by  the  manufacturers  to  detect  flaws  which  might  otherwise 
go  undetected  at  the  mills  and  result  in  rejection  at  destination.  The 
final  turning  which  produced  the  finished  shafting  was  done  at  des- 
tination at  the  expense  of  complainants.  The  shafting  comprising 
interveners'  shipments  was  similar  to  that  comprising  complainants' 
shipments,  except  that  certain  of  it  was  hollow  and  of  somewhat  dif- 
ferent dimensions.  From  a  rate  standpoint  it  is  entitled  to  the  suae 
treatment 

Certain  of  the  shipments  were  originally  billed  as  rough  forgings 
but  the  billing  was  changed  en  route  or  at  destination  by  defend- 
ants' injectors  and  charges  were  ultimately  collected  on  most  of 
the  shipments  on  basis  of  the  applicable  fifth-class  rates  of  $2,875 
from  Camden  and  Xicetown,  $2.S15  from  Buffalo  and  Titosville, 
and  $2.19  from  Gary.  Other  shipments  charged  class-A  rates  were 
overcharged.  The  current  western  classification  provided  thit 
"  shafts  or  shaftings,  iron  or  steel,  other  than  crank  shafts,  without 
cans,  couplings  or  fittings,  not  key-leaved  nor  key-seated,"  would 
take  fifth-class  rates.  Witnesses  for  defendants  testified  that  in 
their  judgment  all  of  the  shipments  should  have  been  charged  clase-A 
rat«s  applicable  to  "shafts  or  shaftings,  iron  or  steel,  with  couplings 
only  attached."  The  articles  shipped  do  not  fall  within  this  descrip- 
tion. While  they  had  fianges  which  were  used  in  bolting  them  to- 
gether to  make  the  assembled  shafts,  these  flanges  were  not  couplings 
as  that  term  is  used  in  the  classification.  The  term  "couplii^"  is 
not  specifically  defined  ip  the  classification  but  the  manner  in  which 
it  is  used  therein  signifies  that  it  is  a  separate  article  and  not  an 
integral  part  of  one  of  the  articles  that  are  to  be  coupled  together. 
Furthermore,  some  of  the  thrust  shafts  had  collars  turned  upon 
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them,  whereas  the  class-A  rating  applies  on  shafting  with  couplings 
only  attached. 

The  articles  shipped  were  not  rough  forgingg  as  contended  by 
complainants  and  interveners.  While  not  finished  shafting  they 
had  progressed  in  manufacture  beyond  the  forging  stato  and  were 
cognizable  as  shafting. 

Defendants  contend  that  class-A  rates  would  have  been  reasonable 
to  apply  on  this  traffic  In  the  western  classification  many  kinds 
of  finished  machinery  and  parts  are  rated  class  A,  but  this  rating 
does  not  usually  apply  to  unfinished  material  or  parts.  Many  fin- 
ished iron  and  steel  articles  of  greater  bulk  and  more  susceptibility 
to  damage  contemporaneously  moved  under  commodity  rates  as  low 
or  lower  than  the  rates  contended  for  by  complainants. 

The  following  table  sets  forth  some  of  these  rates  to  Portland, 
Oreg.: 


Item. 

Caoukn, 

From 
BuflslD, 
N.Y. 

s 

FordiUB.  D.  0.  9..  noi  omenrlie  flolsbsd  than  txiDi  diUM  with 

»I.STS 

ti 

1:375 

1:!S 

1.2s 

it 

LIS 
1.2E 

"SKssfcil:"  ShTS  -- .  i™-  -■« »«-. 

aSStSi'^tadi.diiii"  pui»;  WoV  ii'iiid  hiiiiir;  bW,"b«iiis, 

On  December  31,  1919,  defendants  established  commodity  rates  of 
$1.69  from  Camden  and  Nicetown,  $1,565  from  Buffalo  and  Titus- 
Tille,  and  $1.44  from  Gary  on  rough-turned  unfinished  line,  thrust, 
and  propeller  or  tail  shafts.  Conflicting  reasons  are  assigned  by 
the  parties  for  this  reduction  in  the  rates.  Complainants  assert  that 
it  was  because  the  fifth-class  rates  were  unreasonably  high  for  this 
class  of  traffic,  while  defendants  -contend  that  it  was  the  result  of 
representations  of  shipbuilding  concerns  on  the  Pacific  coast  that 
lower  rates  were  necessary  to  enable  them  to  continue  operations  in 
competition  with  shipbuilding  concerns  on  the  Atlantic  coast  and 
in  Japan  and  that  the  reduction  was  in  nowise  an  admission  that 
the  former  rates  were  unreasonable. 

Based  on  the  actual  weight  of  the  shipments  the  rates  charged 
produced  average  car-mile  earnings  of  approximately  60  cents.  The 
rates  subsequently  established  would  produce  average  car-mile  earn- 
ings of  approximately  45  cents.  The  average  weight  of  the  ship- 
ments was  73,500  pounds. 
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Certain  of  the  shipments  upon  which  complainants  aak  reparatjoa 
were  consigned  to  the  United  States  Shipping  Board,  care  of  Korth- 
west  Steel  Company  or  Columbia  River  Shipbuilding  Corporation. 
Others  were  consigned  to  the  United  States  Shipping  Board,  care 
of  Smith  &  Watson.  The  latter  operated  the  plant  where  the  turn- 
ing of  the  shafting  was  completed  and  were  acting  as  agents  of 
complainants  in  receiving  the  shipments.  Complainants  paid  and 
bore  the  charges  on  the  shipments  covered  b;  the  complaint.  Of 
the  shipmenl«  covered  by  the  intervening  petition  it  was  testified  Uiat 
the  United  States  Xavy  Department  bore  the  charges  on  the  11 
originating  at  Xicetown  and  that  the  United  States  Shipping  Board, 
Emergency  Fleet  Corporation,  bore  the  charges  on  the  10  originat- 
ing at  Titusville. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent 
that  they  exceeded  the  commodity  rates  subsequently  established; 
that  the  shipments  were  made  as  described;  that  complainants  bore 
the  charges  on  the  shipments  from  Camden,  Buffalo,  and  Qary;  that 
the  intervener  United  Stat«s  Navy  Department  bore  the  charges  on 
the  shipments  from  Nicetown  and  that  the  intervener  United  States 
Shipping  Board,  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation,  bore  the  charges  on 
the  shipments  from  Titusville;  and  that  the  respective  claimants 
have  been  damaged  to  the  extent  of  the  difference  between  the  charges 
paid  and  those  which  would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found 
reasonable  and  are  entitled  to  reparation  with  interest.  Complain- 
ants and  interveners  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Bules  of  Prac- 
tice. 
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No.  11881.* 

KBAU8S  BROTHERS  LUMBER  COMPANY 


DIRECTOR  GEKERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ALABAMA  & 
MISSISSIPPI  RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


ButmUied  November  tS,  19B1.    Deotded  Maro\  t,  I9n. 


Demnmiee  and  reconslgnmeiit  charfces  sBseBsed  on  carload  shlpmoits  ot  Inm- 
ber  reconetgned  at  Uerldan,  Mim^  Jackson,  and  Oliattanooga,  Tenn.,  found 
Illegal.    Separation  awarded. 

Haary  8.  Elkins  and  Roti  H.  Joknson  for  complainRnt. 
H.  L.  Walker,  Alex.  M.  Bull,  and  John  F.  Fvneriy  for  Director 
General  of  Railroads. 
E.  L.  WiUker  for  Mobile  A  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 

Report' OF  the  Cohmibbion. 
Division  2,  CouHissiONBRfl  Dahieu,  Esch,  and  Cahfbeix. 
Bt  Division  2 : 

EzceptiooB  were  filed  by  the  complainant  and  by  the  Director  Gen- 
eral of  Railroads,  as  Agent,  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner, 
and  the  issues  were  orally  argued. 

Complainant  is  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  wholesale  lumber 
business,  with  its  principal  office  at  New  Orleans,  La.  It  alleges 
that  defendants  unlawfully  coUected  demurrage  and  reconaignment 
charges  on  carload  shipments  of  lumber,  shipped  between  November 
1,  1617,  and  January  12,  1918,  originally  billed  to  Meridian,  Miss., 
Jackson,  and  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  and  reconsigned  at  those  points 
to  numerous  destinations  north  and  east  thereof.  Reparation  only 
is  sought. 

The  lumber  was  loaded  at  mills  with  which  complainant  had  con- 
tracts, located  at  various  points  in  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Louisiana, 
and  Tbxas.  The  shipments  moved  into  Meridian  and  Jackson  over 
the  Mobile  A  Ohio  and  into  Chattanooga  over  the  Alabama  Great 
Southern.  Most  of  them  were  placed  in  transit  before  being  sold, 
so  that  complainant  did  not  know  the  ultimate  destination  at  the 
time  they  were  started.    Prior  or  subsequent  to  arrival  at  the  recon- 

'Tbk  nport  am  entmres  No.  tlSSl  (Bnl>-No.  1),  Bune  tt.  Dlractor  Qenenl,  m  Atm^ 
Ttnatmet  4  Nortbetn  Ballroad  CoiporaOon,  at  mL 
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signing  points  the  lumber  was  sold  to  purchasers  at  points  in  Penn- 
fif  Ivania,  Kentucky,  New  Jersey,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Indiana,  and 
New  Tork,  and  orders  were  transmitt«d  to  defendants  directing 
reconsignment  to  the  latter  points.  These  orders  defendants  either 
refused  to  accept  or  in  any  event  to  comply  with  immediately,  be- 
cause embargoes  were  in  effect  against  the  points  of  destination  from 
the  original  points  of  shipment  and  from  the  reconsigniag  points 
when  the  shipments  originated.  Demurrage  was  assessed  for  thp 
resulting  detention  of  the  cars.  In  some  instances  reconsignment 
charges  also  were  collected,  which  defendants  admit  was  done  with- 
out tariff  authority.  Some  of  the  lumber  was  unloaded  and  stored 
at  the  reconsigning  points,  but  most  of  the  shipments  were  held  in 
the  cars  and  moved  to  destinations  as  the  embargoes  were  lifted  from 
time  to  time.  Iliese  embargoes  were  brought  about  by  severe  con- 
gestion of  traffic  throughout  the  east  during  the  period  in  question 
and  were  constantly  being  modified,  canceled,  and  restored  to  meet 
particular  emergencies. 

Complainant  does  not  question  the  reasonableness  or  necessity  of 
the  embargoes,  but  contends  that  as  defendants'  tariffs  contained  no 
provision  against  reconsignment  to  an  embargoed  point,  detention  of 
the  cars  was  due  to  defendants'  inability  to  fulfill  the  obligations 
imposed  by  the  tariffs,  and  that  the  charges  were  therefore  illegal. 
On  January  13,  1918,  rules  became  effective  prohibiting  reconsign- 
ment when  in  confiict  with  embargoes. 

Defendants  insist  that  complainant  knew  before  the  shipments 
were  tendered  that  embargoes  were  in  effect  throughout  the  territory 
in  question,  and  as  shipments  could  not  have  been  made  either  from 
the  original  points  or  locally  from  the  points  of  reconsignment, 
billing  of  the  shipments  to  the  latter  points  was  for  the  purpose  of 
evading  and  nullifying  the  embargoes.  Complainant  admits  it  knew 
that  embargoes  were  in  effect  generally  throughout  the  territory  in 
question,  but  states  that  since  the  final  destinations  were  not  known 
at  the  time  shipments  were  started  it  could  have  had  no  knowledge 
that  they  were  under  embargo.  It  had  been  complainant's  practice 
for  years  to  reconsign  at  these  same  points,  and  it  disclaims  any 
intention  on  its  part  to  evade  the  embargoes. 

We  have  repeat«dly  held  that  when  tariffs  contain  no  restriction 
against  reconsignment  to  embargoed  points,  demurrage  charges  may 
not  be  assessed  for  the  car  detention  resulting  therefrom.  Recon- 
ngnment  Case,  47  I.  C.  C,  590,  634;  Wood  v.  N.  T.,  P.  <&  S.  R.  R. 
Co.,  53  I.  C.  C,  183;  Atlantic  Lumler  Co.  v.  N.  T.,  P.  c6  A'.  R.  R. 
Co.,  57  I.  C.  C,  129. 

Defendants  admit  that  demurrage  should  not  be  assessed  if  the 
final  deetinations  were  not  under  embargo  when  the  shipments  left 
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the  point  of  origin,  but  contend  that  if  the  points  of  final  destina- 
tion were  under  embargo  at  the  time  the  shipments  started  and  at 
the  time  of  reconsigninent  the  carriers  are  no  more  required  to 
reconaign  to  such  points  than  to  accept  the  shipments  at  the  points 
of  origin.  They  argue  that  since  the  right  of  reconsignment  attaches 
as  of  the  date  of  shipment,  even  if  the  order  be  given  sulwequently, 
and  since  there  was  no  obligation  to  accept  the  shipments  at  points 
of  origin  on  account  of  the  embarjroes,  there  was  likewise  no  obliga- 
tion to  reconsign.  The  obligation  to  accept  articles  tendered  for 
transportation  is  governed  by  goieral  principles  of  law,  while  the 
obligation  to  reconsign  is  determined  by  rules  lawfully  on  file  with 
us.  The  right  to  refuse  shipments  temporarily  for  good  cause  by 
the  establishment  of  embargoes,  which  are  not  required  to  be  filed 
with  lis,  is  recognized.  The  right  to  reconsign  depends  entirely 
upon  the  constmction  of  rules,  which  are  required  to  be  filed  in  the 
same  manner  as  rates,  and  if  the  carriers  do  not  restrict  such  rules  to 
the  extent  of  their  capacity  to  perform  the  service,  the  shipper  can 
not  be  held  liable  for  the  detention  of  cars  when  it  is  not  directly 
responsible  for  such  detention  and  can  not  abate  the  cause  thereof, 
Bs  in  the  case  of  an  embargo,  which  is  a  disability  of  the  carrier. 

We  find  that  the  demurrage  and  reconsignment  charges  assailed 
were  illegal ;  that  complainant  made  the  shipments  as  described  and 
paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  it  has  been  damaged  in  the 
amount  of  the  charges  found  herein  to  have  been  illegally  collected ; 
and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest.  Complainant 
should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Kules  of  Practice. 
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Intbbtioation  and  Susfbkrion  Docket  No.  1405, 

COTTONSEED  CAKE,  MEAL,  AND  OIL  FROM  ARKANSAS. 

LOUISIANA,  MISSOURI,  OKLAHOMA,  AND  TEXAS. 


Submitted  November  25,  19$1.    Deeidei  Marok  17,  19et 


1.  Proposed  Increaied  rates  on  cottonseed  ana  other  v^etable  cakes,  meals,  and 

oils.  In  carloads,  from  the  southwest  to  certaJn  Mississippi  and  Ohio  rlrer 
cities  and  points  north  and  east  thereof  fonnd  not  Jnstlfled. 

2.  Proposed  Increased  rates  on  the  same  commodities  from  the  southwest  to 

certain  points  In  western  territory  fonnd  Justified. 

JoTnes  M.  Chaney  for  respondents. 

R.  A.  P.  Walker,  L.  O,  Siacomher,  Ed.  P  Byar»,  W.  C.  Lipacomi, 
Wm.  C.  Efm/m,  IF.  E.  WUley,  R.  N.  Field,  and  B.  P.  Friedman  for 
protestants- 

RXPORT   OF  THE   CoHHISSION. 

D1VI810N  2,  CoHicissioNEBS  Danibls,  Esoh,  and  Campbell, 
Ebch,  ConmUsaioner: 

By  schedules  originally  filed  to  become  effective  September  2B  and 
October  Ifi,  1921,  respondents  proposed  to  revise,  as  hereinafter  ex- 
plained, the  commodity  rates  on  cottonseed  and  other  vegetable  cakes, 
meals,  and  oils  and  articles  taking  the  same  rates,  in  carloads,  frcsn 
producing  points  in  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  hereinafter  referred  to  collectively  as  the  southwest,  to  Mis- 
sissippi and  Ohio  river  cities,  points  in  defined  territories  east  and 
novQi  of  those  rivers,  and  a  few  points  in  western  trunk  line  territory. 
Upon  protests  of  the  American  Feed  Manufacturers'  Association, 
the  Texas  Cotton  Seed  Crushers'  Association,  the  Interstate  Cotton 
Seed  Crushers'  Association,  and  numerous  other  shippers  and  com- 
mercial organizations,  the  schedules  were  suspended  until  February 
25, 1922.  Respondents  were  permitted  to  withdraw  certain  increased 
rates  on  cotton  seed  from  Missouri  points  named  in  the  supplemental 
order  of  suspension  herein.  The  effective  dates  of  the  other  suspended 
schedules  have  been  voluntarily  postponed  by  respondents  to  April 
25,  1922. 

The  suspended  schedules  are  carried  in  agent  F.  A.  Leland's 
tariffs  I.  C.  C.  Nos.  1469  and  1472,  the  former  naming  rates  from 
Texas  milling  points  and  the  latter  rates  from  the  other  southwest- 
ern states.    The  principal  rates  in  oontroversy  are  those  applying 
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on  cottonseed  cake,  meal,  and  oil  to  Mississippi  and  Ohio  river  citiee 
and  to  points  in  defined  territories  east  and  north  of  those  rirers. 
There  also  are  involved  a  few  increased  rates  to  widely  scattered 
points  in  the  western  states,  revised  to  restore  relationships  dis- 
turbed by  the  varying  percentage  increases  of  August  26,  1920,  and 
to  remove  existing  fourth  section  violations.  The  different  vege- 
table cakes  and  meals  usually  are  accorded  the  same  rat«8,  as  are 
also  the  several  kinds  of  oil.  The  rates  on  cottonseed  products  will 
be  used  to  illustrate  the  general  situation.  Because  of  important 
differences  between  the  adjustments  on  cake  and  meal  and  on  oil, 
they  will  be  considered  separately.  'Ra.teB  will  be  stated  in  cents 
per  100  pounds. 

RATES  ox  OOTTONSBllD  CAKE  AND  UEAL. 

For  many  years  respondents  have  maintained  on  cottonseed  cake 
and  meal  joint  through  rates  applicable  generally  over  all  available 
routes  from  the  southwest  to  so-called  eastern  basing  points,  includ- 
ing the  seaboard  cities  and  certain  interior  points  such  as  Buffalo 
jind  Syracuse,  N.  Y.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  and 
the  Virginia  cities.  Owing  to  failure  to  revise  these  joint  rates 
which  were  originally  constructed  on  ba^  of  the  lowest  combina* 
tion  on  any  Mississippi  or  Ohio  river  gateway  so  that  they  would 
reflect  certain  changes  made  in  the  individual  factors,  and  be- 
cause of  the  fatt  that  on  August  26,  1920,  the  interterritorial  joint 
rat«s  were  increased  33|  per  cent  while  increases  of  85  per  cent 
to  the  Mississippi  Biver,  33^  per  cent  to  the  Ohio  River,  and  40 
per  cent  beyond  were  made  in  the  intermediate  rates,  the  existing 
joint  rates  are  lower  in  most  instances  than  the  aggregate  rates  to 
and  beyond  any  gateway.  No  joint  rates  are  provided  to  the  great 
majority  of  central  and  eastern  points,  the  combination  rates  over 
the  routes  of  movement  being  applicable.  In  numerous  instances 
the  sums  of  the  intermediate  rates  exceed  joint  rates  to  farther 
distant  points  in  contravention  of  the  fourth  section.  Furthermore, 
there  is  no  tariff  authority  for  applying  the  joint  rates  at  stations 
ordinarily  grouped  with  the  basing  points. 

By  the  suspended  schedules  respondents  have  undertaken  to  cancel 
the  joint  through  rates  to  eastern  basing  points  and  to  provide  joint 
rates  to  substantially  all  points  east  of  the  Indiana-Illinois  state  line 
on  basis  of  the  lowest  combination  on  any  Mississippi  or  Ohio  river 
gateway.  To  that  end  proportional  rates  are  provided  from  the 
river  crossings  for  use  in  connection  with  the  local  or  proportional 
rates  up  to  the  rivers  in  constructing  joint  rates  from  the  southwest 
to  principal  consuming  centers  of  the  north  and  east.  By  referenc« 
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to  the  eostbound  guide  books  of  the  eastern  lines  in  connection  widi 
the  through  rates  so  constructed,  a  basis  ia  provided  for  joint  rates 
to  all  points  taking  the  same  rates  or  arbitraries  higher  or  lower. 
The  proportional  rates  applicable  east  of  the  gateways  are  said  to 
be  the  equiralent  of  the  corresponding  local  rates.  Subject  to  the 
exceptions  of  individual  lines,  it  is  provided  that  the  lowest  resulting 
through  rates  via  any  gateway  will  apply  over  all  available  routes. 

Substantial  increases,  hereinafter  described,  also  are  proposed  in 
the  local  and  proportional  rates  on  cake  and  meal  from  Texas  up  to 
certain  of  the  river  crossings.  Except  to  points  grouped  with  and 
taking  the  rates  applicable  to  St  Louis,  Mo.,  Chicago,  lU.,  and  Louis- 
viUe,  Ky.,  combination  rates  are  left  in  effect  from  Texas  to  substan- 
tially all  points  west  of  the  Buffalo-Pittsburgh  group.  To  consum- 
ing points  in  central  territory  not  affected  by  the  adjustment  to 
destination  basing  points,  respondents  have  undertalren  to  publish 
through  rates  based  on  combinations  of  locals  from  the  other  south- 
west«rn  states. 

The  majority  of  the  Texas  mills  are  located  in  Texas  common-point 
territory ;  others  take'  rates  made  differentially  higher  or  lower  tban 
the  common-point  basis.  The  common-point  rates  will  therefore  be 
used  to  illustrate  the  adjustment  from  Texas.  The  following  table 
shows  tJie  existing  and  suspended  rates  on  cottonseed  cake  and  meal 
from  Texas  common  points  to  the  principal  river  crossings  and  the 
increases  proposed: 
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The  proportional  rates  to  Cairo  and  East  St.  Louis  are  restricted 
in  their  application  to  shipments  destined  to  points  east  of  the 
Indiana-Illinois  state  line.  To  most  of  the  consuming  points  in 
central  and  eastern  territories  the  lowest  combination  rates  from  the 
southwest  apply  through  one  or  Uie  other  of  the  gateways  named, 
and  the  rates  up  to  those  crossings  are  the  controlling  factors  in 
the  adjustment  of  through  rates. 

Respecting  theuncrease  of  9.5  cents  to  Louisville,  respondents  as- 
sert that  commodity  rates  to  that  crossing  from  the  southwest  usually 
are  made  differentially  higher  than  the  basic  St.  Louis  rates,  or  by 
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combination  on  that  crosEdng,  and  that  the  increase  is  proposed  for 
the  purpose  of  placing  the  Louisville  rate  upon  the  proper  level  as 
ccwapared  with  the  rate  to  St.  Louis.  While  4  cents  under  the  rata 
for  delivery  within  the  St.  Louis  group,  the  current  rate  to  Louis- 
ville is  4  cents  higher  than  that  to  St.  Louis  and  east^bank  Missis- 
sippi River  crossings  north  thereof  on  shipments  destined  east  of 
the  Indiana-Illinois  state  line.  The  consumption  of  cake  and  meal 
at  Louisville  is  negligible,  and  the  rate  to  that  gateway  is  seldom  if 
ever  used  except  as  a  factor  in  through  rates  to  points  beyond. 
Protestants  therefore  urge  that  it  is  essentially  a  proportional  rate 
and  should  be  compared  with  the  proportional  rate,  rather  than 
witii  the  local  rate,  to  St.  Louis  in  considering  the  question  of  a 
proper  relationship. 

The  history  of  the  St.  Louis-Louisville  adjustment  discloses  that 
on  September  15, 1897,  rates  of  26  cente  to  St.  Louis  and  28  cents  to 
Louisville  were  established  from  Texas  common  pointe.  On  Decem- 
ber 3,  1911,  the  rate  to  St.  Louis  proper  was  increased  to  SO  c^ita 
and  the  26-cent  rate  was  retained  for  proportional  application  only. 
No  corresponding  change  was  made  in  the  rate  to  Louisville.  Ex- 
cept for  the  general  percentege  increases  of  June  36,  1918,  and 
August  26,  1920,  the  latter  rate  has  not  been  disturbed  since  ite 
establishment  more  than  24  years  ago.  The  existing  rates  to  St. 
Louis  represent  those  made  effective  December  2,  1911,  plus  the 
subsequuit  general  increases.  Xo  reasons  are  stated  for  the  5-cent 
increase  to  St.  Louis  proper.  Obviously  the  carriers  were  thus  en- 
abled to  augment  their  revenues  on  the  substantial  movement  to 
St.  Louis  and  points  grouped  therewith  without  affecting  the  ad- 
justment of  through  rates  to  central  and  eastern  territories.  Pro- 
testente  suggest  that  the  failure  to  correspondingly  increase  the  rate 
to  Louisville  probably  was  influenced  by  the  insignificant  movement 
to  that  point.  The  proportional  rate  of  42.6  cento  to  St.  Louis  and 
the  46.6-cent  mte  to  Louisville  reflect  the  relationship  originally 
established  between  the  two  crossings.  It  is  the  rate  to  St,  Louis 
proper  which  appears  to  be  improperly  aligned. 

Respondents  also  point  out  that  the  rate  on  copra  cake  and  meal 
from  Texas  common  points  to  Louisville  is  9  cente  higher  than  that 
on  cottonseed  cake  and  meal.  It  is  testified  that  shippers  have  com- 
plained of  this  discrepancy  and  that  the  proposed  increase  will 
correct  it.  The  usual  method  of  making  rates  on  copra  cake  and 
meal  is  to  apply  the  cottonseed  cake  and  meal  rates.  Bespondente 
would  reverse  this  general  practice  and  bring  the  cottonseed  cake 
and  meal  rate  up  to  the  level  of  that  on  copra  products.  Moreover 
the  Texas  mills  have  discontinued  the  manufacture  of  copra  producte 
and  the  copra  cake  and  meal  rate  is  seldom  used.    In  justification 
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of  the  8-cent  advance  to  Cairo  proper  it  is  testified  ihat  Cairo  luoal^ 
takes  the  St.  Louis  basis  of  commodity  rates  from  and  to  points  in 
Texas,  and  that  the  proposed  rate  places  cake  and  meal  on  the  normal 
basis. 

Sespondents  contend  that  the  normal  and  logical  basis  for 
through  rates  from  the  southwest  to  central  and  eastern  territories 
is  the  full  Mississippi  Kiver  combination,  but  they  state  that  tiw 
proposed  increased  proportional  rates  to  St.  Louis  and  Cairo  wer« 
found  necessary  in  order  to  equalize,  as  far  as  possible,  the  combiom- 
tions  through  the  several  gateways.  The  following  examples  are 
illustrative  of  the  effect  which  those  changes  and  the  increase  to 
Louisville  would  have  upon  combination  rates,  and  consequenUy 
upon  joint  rates  based  thereon,  to  important  eastern  markets: 
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The  present  lowest  combinations  make  on  Xjouisville,  the  highest 
combination  in  each  instance  applying  through  Memphis.  The  in- 
creases in  the  factors  up  to  the  crossings  will  eliminate  the  combina- 
tions through  East  St.  Louis,  Cairo,  and  Louisville  as  bases  for 
through  rates  to  New  York,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  and  points 
taking  the  same  rates  and  will  force  the  joint  rates  up  to  the  higher 
Memphis  combinations,  which  are  not  disturbed.  To  Boston  the 
new  Elast  St.  Louis  combination,  1  cent  less  than  the  Memphis  combi- 
nation, will  make  the  through  rate.  The  de^ribed  revision  of  rates 
to  St.  Louis,  Cairo,  and  Louisville  will  operate  to  increase  the  lowest 
combinations  to  practically  all  points  throughout  the  destination 
territory  involved.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  on  cake  and  meal  from 
Texas,  respondents  are  not  merely  establishing  joint  rates  to  central 
and  eastern  territories  based  on  the  lowest  combinations  on  any  gate- 
way but  ate  first  increasing  the  lowest  combinations  by  equaling  or 
exceeding  the  present  highest  combinations,  and  then  are  establishing 
joint  through  rates  which  refiect,  in  most  cases,  the  existing  highest 
combinations. 

The  following  examples  of  rates  on  cake  and  meal  show  the  present 
and  proposed  adjustments  of  through  rates  from  Texas  to  points  in 
the  defined  territories.  There  are  indicated,  (1)  the  points  to  which 
joint  through  rates  apply ;  (2)  the  actual  increases  proposed  therein; 
(8)  the  existing  and  revised  lowest  combinations  and  the  gateways 
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on  which  they  are  made;  aad  {4)  the  extent  to  which  the  lowest  com- 
binations an  advanced. 
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The  suspended  schedules  would  effect  no  increases  on  cake  and 
meal  from  Arkansas,  Missouri,  Louisiana,  and  Oklahoma,  to  the 
river  crossings  or  to  the  large  numher  of  central  and  eastern  points 
now  taking  combination  rates.  The  sole  purpose  of  the  readjust- 
ment from  these  states  is  to  bring  up  the  joint  basing-point  rates  to 
the  level  of  the  current  lowest  combinations,  and,  by  reference  to 
the  eastbound  guide  books  of  the  eastern  lines,  to  provide  a  bans 
for  joint  rates  to  all  points  named  therein  as  taking  rates  the  same 
as  or  differentially  higher  or  lower  than  the  destination  basing-point 
rates.  Generally  stated,  the  suspended  rates  from  Arkansas,  Louis- 
iana, uid  Oldahoma  to  points  in  the  defined  territories  now  enjoying 
joint  rates  less  than  lowest  combinations  involve  increases  equivalent 
to  (1)  those  made  in  the  factors  east  and  north  of  the  rivers  under 
authority  of  The  Five  Per  Cent  Caae^  81  I.  C.  C,  851 ;  32  I.  G.  C, 
326 ;  and  The  Fifteen  Per  Cent  Case,  45  I.  C.  C,  803,  which  increases 
appear  not  to  have  been  incorporated  in  the  joint  rates,  and  (2)  the 
difference  between  the  88}  per  cent  increase  of  August  26,  1920,  in 
the  interterritorial  rates  and  the  contemporaneous  increases  in  the 
factors  up  to  and  east  of  the  Mississippi  River  gateways,  Cairo  and 
north,  of  85  per  cent  and  40  per  cent,  respectively.  Consuming  points 
in  the  destination  territory  involved  now  taking  straight  combination 
rates  will  receive  the  benefit  of  joint  rates  based  on  the  lowest  com- 
binations trough  any  crossing  and  applicable  generally  over  all 
routes-    Bflductions  of  0.5  to  1  cent  per  100  pounds  will  be  effected 
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from  certain  Arkansas  points  to  a  few  seaboard  cities  to  whidi  rates 
reflecting  the  Cairo  combination  are  maintained.  The  reductions 
are  due  to  the  fact  that  on  August  26,  1920,  the  rates  east  of  Cairo 
were  advanced  40  per  cent,  whereas  those  east  of  Mem^^is  sustained 
an  increase  of  only  334  P^f  "e"',  with  the  result  that  the  lowest  com- 
binations now  make  on  Memphis. 

Kespondenta  exhibit  the  present  and  proposed  rates  on  cake  and 
meal  from  representative  producing  points  in  Arkansas,  Lonisiana, 
and  Oklahoma  to  consuming  points  throughout  central  and  eastern 
territories,  topical  examples  of  which  are  shown  in  the  following 
table : 
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The  normal  annua}  production  of  cotton  seed  in  the  United  States 
is  about  5,000,000  tons,  based  on  a  ratio  of  one-half  ton  of  seed  per 
bale  of  cotton.  The  production  is  approximately  equally  divided 
between  the  cotton-producing  states  east  of  the  Mississippi  River  and 
those  on  the  west.  One  million  six  hundred  thousand  tons,  or  nearly 
one-third  of  the  total  tonnage,  is  produced  in  the  state  of  Texss 
alone.  The  cottonseed  cake  manufactured  by  the  340  mills  in  Texas 
last  season  totaled  675,000  tons.  Of  this  amount  136,000  tons  were 
exported  to  foreign  countries;  270,000  tons  were  consumed  locally 
or  shipped  to  western  destinations ;  and  about  the  same  amount  moved 
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eastward  to  the  teridtoiy  inTolved  in  this  proceeding,  where  the 
cake  is  used  largely  as  an  ingredient  in  mixed  feeds  for  live  stock. 
There  has  been  a  gradual  increase  in  the  c(Hi8umptioii  in  eastern 
territory,  the  movement  having  been  especially  large  in  the  last  two 
years.  Protestants  testify,  however,  that  it  is  becoming  more  and 
more  difficult  to  market  cottonseed  cake  in  competition  with  local 
feeds,  such  aa  com,  oats,  and  barley,  because  of  declining  prices  of 
the  last-named  products  and  predict  that  the  proposed  rates  would 
destroy  their  market  in  the  east. 

Respondents  say  that  the  proposed  revision  was  undertaken  prin- 
cipally at  the  request  of  millers  and  dealers  at  interior  eastern  points 
to  which  present  combination  rates  exceed  tiie  joint  rates  to  the 
more  distant  basing  points,  and  that  as  reductions  in  the  rates  to  the 
interior  points  would  curtail  revenues,  it  was  considered  advisable 
to  raise  the  joint  rates  to  the  same  basis  as  those  made  by  combina- 
tion. In  support  of  their  action  they  rely  on  our  deision  in  Substi- 
tution for  Increases  in  Batea,  61  I.  C.  C,  518,  in  which  we  per- 
mitted increases  in  certain  rates  between  the  southwest  and  points 
in  eastern  and  southern  territories  to  equalize  them  with  the  lowest 
comhinations  of  rates  to  and  from  river  gateways  on  which  they 
were  originally  based,  the  parity  having  been  destroyed  in  applying 
the  increases  following  Inareased  Rates,  19iO,  68  I.  C.  C,  220.  The 
instant  case  differs  from  that  cited  in  that  respondents  here  propose 
not  only  to  equalize  the  joint  rates  with  the  combinations  but  also  to 
make  substantial  increases  in  several  of  the  factors  from  Texas  to 
the  river  crossings.  The  reasons  given  by  respondents  for  these 
increases  have  already  been  stated  and  in  our  judgment  do  not 
justify  tJie  materially  higher  through  rates  which  would  he  produced 
thereby. 

For  purposes  of  comparison  protestants  submit  a  scale  of  rates 
equivalent  to  that  which  was  established  from  points  in  Oklahoma 
to  points  in  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  and  a  portion  of  Colo- 
rado, as  a  result  of  Oklahojna  Cottonseed  Cnuhers'  Asso.  v.  JSf.,  K. 
cfe  T.  Ry.  Co.,  8&  I.  C.  C,  497,  and  42  I.  C.  C,  671,  raised  to  reflect 
subsequent  general  increases,  and  extended  at  the  same  rate  of 
progresfflon  to  a  distance  of  1,900  miles.  They  show  that  the  use 
of  ihia  scale,  either  for  entire  distances  to  eastern  destinations  or 
to  river  crossings  plus  the  current  local  rat«s  beyond,  would  reduce 
the  present  rates.  Protestants  deny  that  the  rates  here  considered 
should  necessarily  be  based  on  combination  to  and  from  the  river 
CTOBEongs  and  point  to  joint  through  rates  on  cement  plaster,  sul- 
phur, peanuts,  sugar,  molasses,  rice  and  rice  products,  wool  hides, 
packing-house  products,  and  other  commodities  now  in  effect  from 
Texas  to  destinations  in  central  and  eastern  territories  which  ars 
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lower  than  the  combinations.  They  state  that  the  present  rates 
on  cottonseed  products  are  unreasonably  high  and  urge  that  we 
forthwith  enter  an  order  prescribing  materially  lower  rates  than 
are  now  in  effect.  Even  though  it  be  assumed  that  the  scope  of 
this  proceeding  is  broad  enough  to  warrant  relief  of  that  character, 
the  record  is  insufficient  to  indicate  the  basis  upon  which  such  an 
important  readjustment  should  be  made.  While  respondents  admit 
that  there  are  inconsistencies  and  illegalities  in  the  present  rates 
which  the  suspended  schedules  were  designed  to  correct,  the  ques- 
tion we  are  now  primarily  concerned  with  is  whether  respondents' 
proposed  revision  will  result  in  unreasonably  high  rates,  and  the 
showing  made  by  the  carriers  in  that  respect  does  not  sustain  the 
burden  of  proof  imposed  on  them  by  law. 

We  accordingly  find  that  respondents  have  failed  to  justify  the 
proposed  increased  rat«s  on  cotton  seed  and  other  vegetable  cakes 
and  meals  from  the  southwest  to  the  river  crossings  and  points  in 
central  and  eastern  territories.  They  will  be  required  to  cancel  such 
rat«s. 

RATES  ON  COTTONSEED  OH. 

At  present  there  are  specific  rates  on  cottonseed  oil  to  eastern  sea- 
hoard  cities,  a  few  interior  eastern  points,  to  points  in  the  Buffalo- 
Pittsburgh  zone,  and  a  few  places  in  central  territory,  which  orig- 
inally purported  to  be  the  same  as  the  lowest  combination  of  locals, 
but  are  now  lower.  These  rat«s  are  applicable  via  all  river  cross- 
ings. To  other  points  east  of  the  Indiana-Illinois  state  line  the 
nit«s  now  in  effect  are  the  combination  of  locals  over  the  route  of 
movement.  It  is  proposed  to  establish  specific  joint  rates  to  prac- 
tically all  consuming  points  in  the  territory  mentioned  on  the  baas 
of  the  existing  lowest  combinations  to  apply  via  all  gateways. 
Among  both  the  present  and  proposed  rates,  however,  there  are  many 
which  exceed  the  lowest  combination,  as  E^own  in  the  following 
table: 
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The  principal  point  of  consumption  for  vegetable  oils  is  Chicago, 
but  various  eastern  cities  are  also  important  markets.  It  was  testi- 
fied that  very  little  cottonseed  oil  moved  fnnn  the  southwest  to 
points  east  of  Chicago  since  the  general  increases  made  under  au- 
thority of  general  order  No.  28  and  Increased  RcUet,  1990,  tupra, 
Protestants  also  refer  to  the  scale  of  rates  on  cottonseed  oil  prescribed 
in  O/dahoma  O'ottorueed  Crushers*  Asso.  v,  M.,  K.  <&  T.  Ry.  Co., 
supra,  extended  at  the  same  rate  of  progression  to  2,02fi  miles  as 
raised  by  subsequent  general  increases,  and  show  that  the  present 
rat«fl  to  the  river  crossings  from  Texas  points  are  higher  than  rates 
under  that  scale  for  the  same  distances.  Respondents  offered  no 
evidence  in  support  of  the  proposed  rates  on  cottonseed  oil  from  the 
southwest  to  central  and  eastern  points,  and  we  find  that  those  rates 
have  not  been  justified.    Their  cancellation  will  be  ordered. 

RATES  ON  OOTTONSEBD  PBODUOTS  TO  WBSTBBH  FOINTB. 

Such  increases  in  rates  on  cottonseed  products  as  are  proposed  to 
western  points  are  not  involved  in  the  revision  of  rates  to  river 
crossings  and  territory  north  and  east  thereof.  They  were  not  op- 
posed at  the  hearing  and  we  find  that  they  have  been  justified.  As 
our  suspension  orders  have  expired  no  further  order  is  i 
permit  such  rates  to  take  effect. 
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Ko.   12189. 

AMERICAN  AGRICULTURAL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


SvbnUtted  November  25,  19S1.    Decidei  March  1,  int. 


Hate  applicable  on  cottonaeed  c&be.  In  carloade,  from  Savannah,  Ga.,  to  Alexan- 
dria, Ta.,  fonnd  onreasonable.    Reparation  denied.    Complaint  dlsmisaed. 

E.  B.  Leiby  and  A.  J.  Whitman  for  compUinaDt. 

John  F.  Fmerty  and  John  G.  Brooke  for  defendant. 

Rbfobt  of  the  CoiuasBioif . 
Division  2,  Cohhisbioners  Attchibon,  Eboh,  and  Campbeli. 
By  Divibion  2: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner  and  the  case  was  argued  orally.  We  have  reached  conclu* 
sions  differing  from  those  reconunended  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  by  complaint  filed  January  25,  1921, 
alleges  that  the  charges  collected  on  16  carloads  of  cottonseed  cake, 
shipped  in  January,  1918,  from  Savannf^,  Ga.,  to  Alexandria,  Va., 
were  unreasonable  and  unlawful.  We  are  asked  to  award  repara- 
tion.   Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  net  ton. 

The  shipments,  aggregating  K97.8  net  tons,  were  routed  and  moved 
over  the  Southern,  a  distance  of  637  miles.  Charges  were  collected 
on  the  basis  of  a  rate  of  $6.10.  The  applicable  rate  was  $5.60,  com- 
posed of  a  conmiodity  rate  of  $3.60  to  Lynchburg,  Va.,  and  a  similar 
rate  of  $2  beyond.  The  ahiinnents  were  overcharged  60  cents  a  ton. 
Contemporaneously,  there  was  in  effect  betweem  the  points  named  it 
rate  of  $4,  made  up  of  a  rate  of  $2.80,  applicable  by  way  of  the  South- 
em  to  Richmond,  Va.,  and  $1.20  over  the  Richmond,  Fredericksburg 
£  Potomac  beyond,  a  distance  of  654  miles.  On  March  81,  1918,  a 
,rate  of  $4  was  established  over  the  route  over  which  the  shipments 
moved. 

Southern  routing  only  was  named  in  the  bills  of  lading  throu^ 
an  error  of  the  consignor,  but  complainant  contends  that  as  the 
carriers  comprised  in  the  above-described  routes  were  under  federal 
control  the  applicable  rate  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  it  exceeded 
the  $4  rate  contemporaneoualy  in  effect  by  way  of  RichmcHid.    Aa 
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evidence  of  unreosoDableness,  complainant  submitted  a  number  of 
compBrative  rates  from  southeastern  points  of  origin  to  Kicb- 
mond,  Alexandria,  and  Washington,  D.  C,  which  returned  an  aver- 
age yield  of  6.S  mills  per  ton-mile.  The  applicable  rate  yielded  8.8 
mills,  while  the  rate  sought  and  subsequently  established  yielded  6.3 
mills. 

In  southern  dassification  territory  cottonseed  cake  is  accorded 
fertilizer  rates.  Witness  for  defendant  refers  to  the  low  measure 
of  the  fertilizer  rates  as  applied  to  this  commodity,  and  submitted 
comparisons  to  show  that  both  factors  of  the  combination  rate  appli- 
cable over  the  route  of  movonent  were  not  unreasonable.  Defend- 
ant also  relies  upon  the  fact  that  the  shipments  moved  over  the 
higher-rated  route  because  of  the  routing  instructions. 

At  the  time  of  movement  the  carriers  were  operated  under  a  uni- 
fied and  coordinated  national  control,  and  not  in  competition.  In 
view  of  this  fact,  we  have  held  in  cases  where  different  rates  were 
in  effect  over  two  routes  between  the  same  points  that  if  the  routes 
are  practically  the  same  in  length  and  subject  to  the  same  trans- 
portation conditions,  it  was  unreasonable  for  the  Director  General 
to  mainbdn  a  higher  rate  over  one  route  than  contemporaneously 
applied  over  ih«  other.  OiU  v.  Direetor  Oeneral,  59  I.  C.  C,  119; 
Barrett  Co.  v.  Director  Oewral,  61  I.  C.  C,  401.  The  record  is 
devoid  of  any  evidence  to  justify  the  maintenance  during  federal 
control  of  a  higher  rate  over  the  route  these  shipments  moved  than 
contemporaneously  applied  for  the  somewhat  longer  haul  by  way 
of  the  Southern  through  Richmond.  Accordingly,  we  conclude  that 
the  applicable  rate  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded 
$4  per  net  ton. 

Reparation  must  be  denied.  The  shipmenta  were  consigned  by 
the  Buckeye  Cotton  Oil  Company  to  itself,  notify  the  Alexandria 
Fertilizer  &  Chemical  Company.  The  latter  company  paid  the 
freight  charges.  Witnesses  for  complainant  state  that  the  shipments 
were  bought  of  the  Buckeye  Cotton  Oil  Company  by  the  Palmetto 
Guano  Corporation  through  a  broker  at  a  stated  price  f.  o.  b.  Savan- 
nah ;  and  that  the  Palmetto  Guano  Corporation  and  the  Alexandria 
Fertilizer  &  Chemical  Company  are  "  subffldiariea"  of  the  complain- 
ant The  fact  that  one  company  may  be  a  subsidiary  of  another  does 
not  ipso  facto  entitle  the  latter  to  bring  an  action  in  its  own  name 
for  a  damage  suffered  by  the  former.  The  Alexandria  Fertilizer  & 
Chemical  Company  and  the  Palmetto  Guano  Corporation  are  not 
parties  complainant,  and  no  assignment  of  claim  or  power  of  attor- 
ney from  either  of  these  companies  was  submitted.  The  American 
Agricultural  Chemical  Company  asks  that  reparation  be  awarded 
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to  it  a]one,  and  not  as  agent.  The  record  does  not  clearly  show  who 
finally  bore  the  unreasonable  charges.  The  complainant  was  not  a 
party  to  the  transportation  records;  but  even  in  that  case,  it  must 
appear  that  it  suffered  the  damages  claimed  before  we  are  justified  in 
entering  an  order  of  reparation  in  its  favor.  Odon<&  EUiott  v.  S.  A. 
L.  Ry.^  67  I.  C.  C,  698.  Any  outstanding  overcharges  should  be 
refunded  promptly,  with  interest,  to  the  part^  properly  entitled 
thereto.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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1>EF0BII  FOB  UVE-POULrBX  CAR  OBDEBED. 


IwTBeriaATiOH  and  SciPBNsiON  DooKBT  Na  1461. 
DEPOSIT  OF  $10  FOR  EACH  LIVE-POULTRY  CAR 


SubBitUed  Fetrvary  »,  19a.    Deotdei  March  11,  19tt. 


PnqMMed  sdiedules  vhlch  would  reqnlre  a  deposit  of  |10  for  «ach  llTfr-panlbr 
car  ordered  found  not  Jnatlfled  In  part  and  ordered  canceled  wttbont  piei- 
tidlce  to  tbe  filing  of  new  scbednles  modified  In  accordance  with  soEgestlons 
In  the  report. 

Edvtard  D.  Mohitt  J.  K.  Dent,  and  W.  L,  Nichol  for  respondeDta. 

E,  B.  WUkhuon  and  W.  F.  Blanahfield  for  Live  Poultry  &  Dairy 
Shippers*  Traffic  Asaociation. 

W.  M.  O^Keefe  for  National  Poultry,  Butter  A  Egg  Aasociation. 
Rbfort  of  the  Cohhission. 
Division  3,  Comhissionbrb  Hall,  Eastman,  and  CAHPBEUh 
BTDinaioNS: 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  December  14, 1 921,  respondents 
propose  to  require  shippers  to  deposit  $10  for  each  live-poultry  car 
ordered,  such  deposit  to  be  refunded  only  if  loading  of  the  car  be 
commenced  vithin  48  hours  following  its  placement  The  rules  pro- 
posed by  tbe  Louisville  &  Xashville,  which  are  practically  identical 
with  those  proposed  by  the  other  respondent,  read: 

Wben  a  ablpper  ordera  a  Live  Foultrr  Transit  Company  car,  be  sbaU  be  re~ 
qnired  to  depoalt  wltb  tlie  Agent  of  tbls  Company  with  whom  the  order  ta 
placed  the  mm  of  ten  doUara  <flO)  for  each  and  every  car  ordered. 

If  tbe  loading  of  the  car  ordered  la  commenced  within  forty-eight  honra  fol- 
lowing its  placonent,  then  the  amount  deposited  on  that  particular  car  shall  be 
refanded  to  the  shipper. 

If  the  loading  of  tbe  car  Is  not  commenced  within  forty-eight  boars  following 
the  ptacement,  then  the  amonnt  deposited  on  that  particular  car  shall  be  re- 
tained by  this  Company. 

Sboold  a  shipper  order  a  car  to  be  placed  for  loading  on  a  specified  date  and 
for  tbe  Carrier's  convenience  the  car  Is  placed  or  made  available  for  loading 
prior  to  the  date  specified  by  the  shipper,  the  word  "  placement "  as  used  above 
shaU  be  construed  aa  meaning  the  date  tor  loading  ss  speclfled  by  the  shipper. 

The  provisions  of  this  rule  are  in  addition  to  any  charge  whicb  may  accrue 
for  demnrrage  In  accordance  with  tariffs  lawfully  on  file  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  GommlasloB. 

66 1.  CO. 
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Upon  protest  of  the  Live  Poultry  &  Dairy  Shippers'  Traffic  Asso- 
ciatiou  the  operation  of  the  schedules  was  suspended  until  May  13, 
1922. 

Bespondents  say  that  trouble  has  been  experienced  with  shippers 
of  live  poultry  because  of  their  failure  promptly  to  load  cars  placed 
upon  their  orders.  There  are  shippers,  including  the  ao-called  itinw- 
ant  buyers,  who  mai^e  a  practice  of  ordering  cars  without  having 
reasonable  assurance  that  a  load  will  be  available  for  the  cars  when 
placed.  The  proposed  rules  are  designed  to  discourage  this  practice 
and  ar«  not  primarily  revenue  measures.  During  the  period  from 
January  1  to  November  19,  1921,  inclusive,  575  live-poultry  cars 
were  ordered  by  shippers  on  the  Louisville  A  Naabville.  Of  these  45, 
or  approximately  8  per  cent,  were  not  loaded  at  the  point  at  which 
originally  placed.  Live-poultry  cars  are  special  equipment  leased 
from  private  owners,  and  at  times  the  supply  is  insufficient  to  meet 
the  demand.  The  placing  of  these  cars  at  points  where  loads  are  not 
scoured  adds  to  respondents'  operating  expenses  and  prevents  the 
fullest  use  of  the  equipment.  Bespondents  state  that  the  trouble  ex- 
perienced with  live-poultry  cars  has  not  existed  with  other  classes 
of  special  equipment. 

Protestant  recognizes  the  desirability  of  curtailing  abuses  in  tha 
ordering  of  live-poultry  cars  but  objects  to  the  proposed  rules  for 
the  following  reasons :  First,  that  they  penalize  shippers  who  are  not 
at  fault  by  requiring  them  to  make  the  deposit  and  then  await  refund 
from  the  carrier;  second,  that  th^  fix  48  hours  as  the  time  limit 
within  which  loading  must  commence  after  placement ;  third,  that 
they  make  no  provision  for  refund  of  the  deposit  where  the  failure 
to  load  is  attributable  to  the  failure  of  the  carrier  to  place  the  car  by 
the  date  wanted  and  the  shipper  has  placed  the  order  for  the  car 
sufficiently  in  advance  of  such  date  to  enable  the  carrier  to  effect  the 
desired  placement;  fourth,  that  they  make  no  provision  lor  refund 
of  the  deposit  where  the  party  originally  ordering  the  cor  loads  it  at 
a  point  other  than  the  original  placement  point  and  the  carrier  is  re- 
quired to  perform  no  extra  movement  of  the  empty  car  by  reason  of 
the  cancellation  of  the  original  order;  fifth,  that  they  make  no  pro- 
vision for  refund  of  the  deposit  whwv  the  order  for  the  car  is  can- 
celed prior  to  commencement  of  movement  of  the  car  under  the  order. 

Bespondents  recognize  the  validity  of  protestant's  second  objection 
and  have  prepared  and  submitted  the  following  rules  which  they  are 
willing  to  publish  in  lieu  of  those  under  suspension : 

(1>  When  e.  shipper  orders  a  Uve  Fooltrr  Tnnatt  Oompanj  car,  be  dull  be 
tcqulred  to  deposit  with  the  Afcent  of  tbla  Railway  with  whom  the  order  If 
placed  the  gam  of  ten  (flO.OO}  doUan  for  eadi  and  everj  car  ordered. 
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(2)  The  amount  deposited  on  any  partlcolar  car  as  reqnlred  by  Paragraph 
(1)  will  be  refunded  by  the  Agent  at  tlila  Kallwa;  to  tbe  ehlpper  making  such 
d^wslt,  under  the  following  conditions:  (a)  If  loading  Is  commenced  wltbin 
fortT'^lght  hours  after  placement,  (b)  If  loading  la  not  commenced  within 
fotty-elgbt  hours  after  placement,  but  such  shipper  orders  car  held  and  ulti- 
mately loads  It  at  the  point  originally  designated. 

(8)  Where  refunds  are  not  spedflcally  authorised  In  Paragraph  (2),  the 
amounts  deposited  aa  required  by  Paragraph  (1)  will  be  retained  by  this 
BaUway. 

(4)  Wben  a  shipper  ordera  a  car  placed  for  loading  on  a  specified  date,  and, 
for  this  carrier's  coDvenlence,  the  car  ts  placed  or  made  available  for  loading 
prior  to  that  date,  the  word  "placement"  as  nsed  herein  shall  be  construed  as 
meaning  the  date  for  loading  as  specified  by  the  shipper. 

(5)  All  cars  handled  under  this  rule  are  subject  to  lawfully  publlsbed  de- 
murrage rules  and  charges,  which  shall  be  In  addition  to  the  provisions  of 
this  rale. 

The  revised  rules  would  result  in  refund  of  the  deposit  if  the  car 
is  loaded  at  the  point  of  original  placement  by  the  shipper  ordering 
such  placement  and  the  car  is  held  under  demurrage  on  that  shipper's 
order  during  the  period  intervening  between  the  dates  of  placement 
and  of  loading.  They  do  not  meet  the  other  objections  advanced. 
Protestant  urges  that  the  rules  should  not  inconvenience  those  who 
are  not  responsible  for  the  abuses  described.  It  contends  that  only 
those  at  fault  should  be  penalized,  but  offers  no  substitute  for  the 
plan  proposed  by  respondent^  nor  does  any  other  plan  seem  feasible. 
Protestant  questions  whether  the  percentage  of  cases  in  which  cars 
have  not  been  loaded  upon  placement  is  sufficimtly  high  to  justify 
a  rule  of  the  character  proposed.  We  are  of  opinion  that  such  per- 
centage is  sufficiently  high  to  justify  some  action  on  the  part  of  re- 
spondents to  correct  the  evil  and  that  rules  of  the  character  here 
under  consideration,  with  proper  modifications,  will  afford  the  right 
corrective. 

It  is  the  custom  of  live-poultiy  shippers  to  distribute  handbills 
or  posters  in  the  country  surrounding  the  station  from  which  it  is 
expected  to  ship  stating  that  a  buyer  will  be  at  that  station  on  a  cer> 
tain  day.  The  farmers  in  response  to  this  advertising  bring  in  their 
poultry  which  upon  purchase  is  placed  in  the  live-poultry  cars.  If 
the  carrier  fails  to  supply  a  car  by  the  date  specified,  the  prospective 
buyer  ordinarily  has  no  place  to  put  the  poultry  and  the  fanners 
must  take  it  back  home  or  perhaps  sell  to  a  competitor.  The  rules 
should  he  modified  to  provide  for  refund  of  the  deposit  in  cases 
where  the  shipper  has  ordered  a  car  at  least  six  days  in  advance  of 
the  placement  date  specified  in  the  order  and  the  carrier  has  failed 
to  place  the  car  by  7  a.  m.  of  such  specified  placement  date.  We  are 
further  of  the  view  that  the  proposed  rules  should  be  modified  to  * 
meet  protestant'a  fourth  and  fifth  objections. 
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In  addition  to  the  objections  stated,  protestant  conteads  that  the 
proposed  rules  are  unjust  in  that  they  make  no  provision  for  pay- 
ment of  damages  to  the  shipper  in  cases  where  he  suffers  loss  due  to 
respondents'  failure  to  place  cars  on  the  date  specified  by  the  shipper. 
The  liability  of  carriers  for  general  damages  growing  out  of  their 
failure  to  furnish  cars  is  determinable  by  the  courts.  The  law  does 
not  require  them  to  define  their  liability  by  tariff  publication.  We 
have  no  jurisdiction  to  require  carriers  to  establish  reciprocal  de- 
murrage regulations. 

We  find  that  respondents  have  not  justified  the  suspended  schedules 
and  an  order  requiring  their  cancellation  will  be  entered,  without 
prejudice  to  the  filing,  upon  not  less  than  five  days'  notice,  of  new 
schedules  modified  in  the  respects  indicated. 
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CHICAGO  BOIIiBB  CO.  V.  DISECTOB  QBNEBAL. 


No.  12025. 

CHICAGO  ROLLER  COMPANY  ET  AL. 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  & 
SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  November  SO,  Mil.    DeoUed  March  t,  19tX. 


Official  kdA  western  classiflcatkm  ratings  on  old  printer's  rollers  and  printer's 
.nMler  cores  not  fonnd  onreaaoDeble  or  otbervioe  nnlawfuL  Complaint  dla- 
mlMed. 

John  Andrew  Ronan  for  complainants. 

John  F.  Finerty  and  Royal  McKeima  for  Director  General,  as 
Agent. 

A.  H.  Greenly,  H.  O.  Bvsk,  and  Robert  W.  Fyfe  for  other  de- 
fendants. 

Report  of  the  Commission. 
Division  2,  Commissioners  Daniels,  Esch,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  2 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner, 
but  the  case  was  orally  argued. 

Complainants  are  corporations  engaged  in  manufacturing  printer's 
rollers  at  various  points  in  official  and  western  classificatioD  terri- 
tories. By  complaint,  filed  December  9, 1920,  they  allege  that  the  rat- 
ings under  these  classifications,  applied  by  defendants  to  the  trans- 
portation of  less-than-carload  shipments  of  old  printer's  rollers  and 
printer's  roller  cores,  were  and  are  unreasonable,  unjustly  discrimi- 
natory, and  unduly  prejudicial.  We  are  asked  to  establish  a  fourth- 
class  rating,  and  to  award  reparation  on  shipments  that  have  moved 
within  the  statutory  period  under  rates  governed  by  these  classifica- 
tions. 

A  printer's  roller  core  is  a  machine-finished  cylindrical  iron  or 
steel  shaft  fitted  to  rotate  in  a  printing  press.  When  covered  with 
an  elastic  composition  for  holding  and  distributing  ink  to  the  face 
of  the  type,  it  is  known  as  a  printer's  roller.  After  some  months' 
wear  the  composition  becomes  nonserviceable  and  the  old  roller  or 
core  is  returned  to  the  roller  manufacturer  for  re-covering.  The 
ratings  here  brought  under  consideration  are  those  applicable  to 
such  movements.  Prior  to  the  re-covering,  the  old  composition  is 
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stripped  from  the  shaft,  but  as  this  is  generally  done  by  the  roller 
manufacturer,  the  movement  in  question  is  chiefly  of  the  commodity 
known  as  old  rollers,  as  contradistinguished  from  tiiat  known  as 
■lores.  Prior  to  the  consolidated  classification,  the  ratings  applied 
less  than  carload,  while  under  that  classification  they  apply  any 
quantity;  but  apparently  the  movement  is  never  in  carload  quanti- 
ties. Neither  the  volume  of  the  movement  nor  the  weight  of  an 
average  shipment  is  disclosed. 

Prior  to  July  1,  1910,  both  printer's  rollers  and  printer's  roUer 
cores  were  rated  fourth  class  in  the  western  classification.  On  that 
date  the  specific  items  for  both  articles  were  eliminal«d,  and  ratings 
of  second  class,  k.  d.,  in  boxes,  and  first  class,  k.  d.,  in  pieces,  provided 
on  machinery,  n.  o.  s.,  were  applied  on  cores,  while  rollers  were  dsaai- 
fied  as  printing  and  printer's  rollers,  n.  o.  s.,  first  class;  boxed,  second 
class.  On  February  14,  1913,  printer's  roller  cores  were  included 
under  the  item  "cores,  iron  or  steel,  n.  o.  i.  b.  n.,  in  packages  or 
loose"  and  accorded  fourth  class.  This  rating  was  maintained  until 
consolidated  classification  No.  1  became  effective,  December  30,  1919, 
when  the  present  rating  of  third  class  was  establi^ed  on  printer's 
roller  cores  (printer's  roller  stocks),  iron  or  steel,  in  boxes  or 
crates.  The  rating  on  the  rollers  was  not  changed  until  September 
10, 1920,  when  third  class  was  provided  on  "Rollers:  Printer's,  elastic 
composition  covered :  Old,  worn  out,  in  boxes  or  crates." 

Since  January  1, 1909,  printer's  rollers  have  been  rated  third  class 
in  the  official  classification,  though  prior  thereto  the  rating  was  sec- 
ond class.  For  many  years  prior  to  December  30,  1919,  printer's 
roller  cores  were  transported  as  iron  or  steel  cores,  n.  o.  s.,  and  ac- 
corded fourth  class.  On  December  30,  1919,  they  were  given  a 
specific  rating  of  third  class,  which  is  still  in  effect.  It  thus  appears 
that  third  class  now  applies  under  both  classifications  to  each  of 
these  commodities.  In  the  southern  classification  the  rating  is  and 
for  many  years  has  been  fourth  class.  The  present  rating  carried 
in  the  three  major  classifications  on  new  printer's  rollers,  elastic 
composition  covered,  is  second  class,  and  complainants  express  satis- 
faction with  that  rating. 

The  shaft  of  a  printer's  roller  varies  from  6  to  90  inches  in  length, 
from  0.5  to  3  inches  in  diameter,  and  generally  from  20  to  100  pounds 
in  weight.  Its  serviceability  as  a  roller  core  is  from  10  to  80  years, 
and  its  value  ranges  from  25  cents  to  $15.  The  composition  matter 
stripped  from  old  rollers,  after  extraction  of  the  glycerine  com- 
ponent, is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  fertilizer  or  for  glue  stock. 
According  to  complainants,  the  value  of  the  old  composition  is  about 
6  cents  per  pound,  but  the  average  weight  of  such  material  on  an 
old  roller  is  not  disclosed.    The  record,  however,  establishes  that 
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there  is  no  Bubstantial  difference  in  the  transportation  cbaractensiics 
of  the  respective  commodities,  and  neither  is  readily  susceptible  to 
damage  in  transit. 

With  respect  to  the  second-class  rating  implied  by  western  classi- 
6cation  to  old  rollers  prior  to  September  10,  1920,  complainants 
point  out  that  that  classification  contemporaneously  maintained  tht 
same  rating  on  new  rollers,  which  are  of  greater  value  and  more 
sosceptible  to  damage  in  transit;  also  that  prior  to  December  80, 
1919,  while  old  rollers  were  rated  second  class  by  western  and  third 
class  by  official  classification,  both  classifications  accorded  a  fourth- 
class  rating  to  the  cores  and  to  old  printer's  elastic  composition,  the 
separate  components  of  the  rollers. 

In  support  of  the  contention  that  the  present  rating  of  third  class 
on  both  rollers  and  roller  cores  ie  unreasonable,  they  refer  to  Illinois 
and  Iowa  classifications  as  according  a  fourth-class  rating  on  each 
of  the  commodities  in  question.  Complainants  also  cite  a  number 
of  commodities  which  are  accorded  that  rating  by  the  western  and 
official  classifications,  but  from  a  classification  standpoint  these  com- 
modities, with  the  exception  of  vehicle  axles  of  certain  specifications, 
are  not  analogous  to  printer's  rollers  or  cores. 

Defendants  contend  that  the  reduction  to  third  class  in  the  rat- 
ing on  rollers  in  western  territory,  effective  September  10,  1920, 
constituted  a  departure  from  the  classification  principles  gen- 
erally observed  by  western  carriers,  in  that  a  rating  lower  than  on 
the  complete  article,  the  press,  was  accorded  one  of  the  parts.  They 
testify  that  this  reduction  was  made  to  bring  about  uniformity  with 
the  rating  in  official  classification  territory  and  was  also  prompted 
by  a  desire  to  give  proper  recognition  to  the  differences  in  value  be- 
tween rollers  rendered  unserviceable,  on  the  one  hand,  and  new  or 
refitted  for  service,  on  the  other.  The  disparity  in  these  values  is 
not  disclosed,  but  as  the  new  composition  used  for  covering  is  said 
to  be  worth  about  60  cents  per  pound,  it  may  be  measured  to  an  ex- 
tent by  the  excess  in  value  of  the  new  composition  over  that  which 
is  removed.  With  respect  to  the  cores,  defendants  say  that  no  sig- 
nificance should  attach  to  the  fourth-class  rating  at  one  time  appli- 
cable, as  the  descriptive  item  under  which  it  was  published  was  in- 
tended to  cover  only  cores  of  cheaper  values,  such  as  those  used  in 
the  transportation  of  newsprint  paper,  which  consists  simply  of 
pieces  of  iron  pipe  on  which  no  machine  work  has  been  performed. 

A  less-than-carload  third-class  rating  applies  under  western  and 
official  classifications  on  a  number  of  commodities  cited  by  defend- 
ants, such  as  iron  or  steel  shafts  of  certain  specifications,  and  auto- 
mobile axle  shafts,  more  nearly  analogous  to  old  printer's  rollers  or 
cores  than  the  commodities  referred  to  by  complainant    It  is  their 

eei.cu  ,^         , 

i:q,t7,Tb,L-'OOi^lC 


660  INTEBSTATE  GOUUEBCE  CX)MHISSIOK  BBPOBTS. 

contention  that  <dd  rollers  are  now  classified  on  the  same  budfl 
with  like  or  similar  articles,  and  that  the  present  rating,  which  is  a 
differential  of  one  class  lower  than  applies  on  new  rollers  and  one 
class  higher  than  applies  on  steel  bars  or  rods,  tlie  raw  material  from 
which  the  shafts  are  manufactured,  represents  a  reasonable  clasra- 
fication. 

There  is  no  definite  showing  upon  this  record  that  complainants 
made  any  shipments  of  old  printer's  rollers  during  the  statutory 
period  of  limitations  upon  which  they  paid  and  bore  the  charges  at 
the  first-class  or  second-class  rates  under  the  western  classification. 
Therefore,  it  is  unnecessary  to  pass  upon  the  reasonableness  of  tlte 
former  ratings  on  such  rollers  in  that  dasdfication. 

We  find  that  the  present  ratings  assailed  were  not  and  are  not 
onreasouable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  or  unduly  prejudicial. 

The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12177. 

BRITISH  UNITED  SHOE  MACHINERY  COMPANY, 

LIMITED, 

V. 

PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


BubmUled  January  SI,  19St.    Decided  Maroh  4,  IStt. 


Domestic  dmnarniKe  charges  accralnf;  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  on  eight  cara  of  tack 
plate  shipped  from  Vandergrift,  Fa.,  to  Baltimore,  for  export,  but  recoD- 

~  Bigned  to  New  York.  N.  T.,  or  Ftalladelpbla,  Pa.,  and  exported  from  tboae 
ports,  found  not  unreasonable  or  otberwise  unlawful.    Complaint  dismissed. 

OtU  BeaU  Kent  for  complainaDt. 

Edwin  A.  Lucas  for  defendant. 

Repost  op  the  Cohhission. 
DmnoN  4,  CoHuiesioNEBa  Meyer,  Daniels,  and  Potter. 
Bt  Division  4. 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  both  complainant  and  defendant  to  the 
report  proposed  by  the  examiner  and  the  case  was  orally  argued  be- 
fore us. 

Complainant,  a  subsidiary  of  the  United  Shoe  Machinery  Cor- 
poration, by  complaint  Sled  January  SI,  1921,  alleges  that  the 
domestic  demurrage  charges  accruing  on  eight  carloads  of  tack  plate 
at  Baltimore,  Md.,  shipped  from  Vandergrift,  Pa.,  to  Baltimore,  for 
export,  two  of  which  were  reconsigned  to  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and 
exported  from  that  port  in  February,  1917,  and  six  of  which  were 
reconsigned  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  exported  from  that  port  in 
March,  1917,  are  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  unduly 
prejudicial.  Reparation  is  asked  on  the  shipments  upon  which  the 
demurrage  charges  have  been  paid. 

Defendant  urges  that  the  claim  is  barred  by  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions. As  section  206(f)  of  the  transportation  act,  1920,  provides 
that  the  period  of  federal  control  shall  not  be  computed  as  part  of 
the  periods  of  limitation  in  claims  for  reparation  to  the  Commission 
for  causes  of  action  arising  prior  to  federal  control,  the  claims  cover- 
ing the  shipments  herein  are  within  our  jurisdiction. 

The  principal  finding  in  United  Shoe  Machinery  Corp.  v.  Di- 
rector General,  55  I.  C.  C,  253,  was  that  the  domestic  demarrage 
charges  and  not  the  export  storage  charges  were  le^iaUy  applicatde 
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on  the  two  carloads  exported  from  New  Tork.  No  evidence  was 
offered  in  that  case  bearing  on  the  reasonableness  of  the  applicable 
charges.  The  circumstances  surrounding  the  accrual  of  the  demur- 
rage charges  on  the  shipments  exported  from  New  York  and  Phila- 
delphia are  identical  The  material  facts  are  stated  in  full  in  the 
case  cited.  There  is  no  controrersy  as  to  the  time  of  detention  of 
any  of  the  shipments.  It  is  complainant's  only  contention  that  the 
demurrage  charges  should  not  exceed  those  which  would  have  accrued 
had  the  shipments  been  exported  from  Baltimore. 

Complainant  compares  the  dranurrage  rules  assailed  with  the  rules 
permitting  longer  free  time  and  lower  charges  applicable  under  the 
export  tariff,  and  points  oat  that  the  service  actually  performed  by 
defendant  was  not  any  greater  or  more  expensive  to  defendant  than 
it  would  have  been  had  the  shipments  been  exported  from  Baltimore. 
The  detention  of  the  shipments  at  Baltimore  was  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  vessel  for  which  they  were  originally  intended  was  com- 
mandeered by  one  of  the  nations  then  at  war.  Complainant  con- 
tends that  the  equipment  could  not  have  been  released  any  more 
promptly  under  the  domestic  demurrage  charges  than  under  the  ex- 
port charges,  as  the  delay  in  securing  space  in  other  vessels  was  due 
to  causes  beyond  its  conb-ol. 

On  November  29,  1916,  in  Investigation  and  Suspension  Docket 
No.  966,  we  authorized  defendant  and  the  carriers  generally  through- 
out the  country  to  establish  charges  for  detention  of  domestic  ship- 
ments after  the  expiration  of  free  time  similar  in  amounts  to  those 
assailed ;  that  is,  $1  for  the  first,  $2  for  the  second,  $3  for  the  third, 
and  $6  for  the  fourth  and  each  succeeding  day.  In  Lowry  Lumber 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  58  I.  C.  C,  113,  and  Heid  Brothers  v.  £".  P. 
<&  N.  B.  R.  R.  Co.,  55  I.  C.  C,  416,  these  charges  were  found  not 
unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful,  and  the  evidence  and  conten- 
tions of  complainant  herein  afford  no  basis  for  a  different  conclusion. 

We  find  that  the  charges  assailed  were  not  unreasonable  or  other- 
wise milawful.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  12148. 
ANDREW  BUTTON  COMPANY  ET  AL. 

V, 

DIEECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  A 
SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


BtttmUtted  October  £0,  19B1.    Decided  March  7,  19St, 


Rate  m  Imported  kapok,  In  carloads,  from  San  Franctsco,  Cellt.,  to  Chicago, 
111.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  Boston,  Mass.,  found  unreasonable.  Reparation 
awarded. 

Maaon  Manghum  and  W.  H.  Chandler  for  complainants. 

John  F.  Finerty  and  Thomas  M.  Woodward  for  Director  General, 
as  Agent, 

Rbfoit  <yr  thb  Commisbion. 

DmsiOK  8,  CoMHiseiONERs  Hau,,  Eaothah,  and  Campbeu. 
Bt  DiTiBioN  3: 

EzoeptioDB  were  filed  by  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by 
the  examiner. 

Complainant  corporations  are  importers  and  dealers  in  upholstery 
goods  and  mattress  supplies  at  Boston,  Mass.  By  complaint  filed 
January  2S,  1921,  they  allege  that  the  rates  charged  on  86  carloads 
of  imported  kapok  shipped  from  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to  Chicago, 
IlL,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  Boston,  Mass.,  between  July  16  and  Oc- 
tober 1,  1918,  inclusive,  were  unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial 
to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the  import  rate  subsequently  estab- 
lished. We  are  asked  to  award  reparation.  Rates  will  be  stated  in 
amounts  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipments  were  imported  through  San  Francisco  and  moved 
over  the  lines  of  defendant  carriers  by  various  routes.  Two  carloads 
were  destined  to  Chicago,  2  to  New  York,  and  82  to  Boston.  Charges 
wwe  collected  on  the  domestic  third-class  rates  of  $3,065  to  Chicago 
and  $3ill5  to  New  York  and  Boston,  minimum  20,000  pounds,  which 
became  applicable  when  the  import  rate  of  $1.25  in  effect  prior  to 
June  26,  1918,  was  canceled  pursuant  to  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General  of  Railroads.  On  May  29,  1919,  an  import  rate 
of  $1,666  waa  established  from  San  Francisco  to  these  destinations 
and  reparation  is  sought  to  that  basis.    This  rate  represented  an  in- 
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crease  of  25  per  ceot  over  the  rate  is  effect  prior  to  June  25,  1918. 
Tinder  the  general  increase  of  1920  it  became  $2,085,  the  present  rate. 

Kapok  is  a  vegetable  fiber,  the  product  of  treec  in  Java,  and  ia 
similar  in  texture  to  cotton.  It  is  used  in  filling  mattresses  and  cush- 
ions, and  during  the  war  was  used  in  life  preservers.  It  is  usually 
shipped  compressed  in  bales,  each  weighing  about  110  pounds,  fas- 
tened together  in  pairs.  Transportation  risks  are  slight  except  that 
it  is  susceptible  to  damage  by  water.  The  cost  at  destination,  includ- 
ing freight  charges,  to  one  complainant  was  approximately  26  cents 
and  to  the  other  28  cents  per  pound. 

The  shipments  were  loaded  by  the  initial  rail  lines  to  an  average  of 
33,640  pounds  per  car.  The  distance  from  San  Francisco  to  Boston, 
destination  of  most  of  the  shipments,  is  8,247  miles.  For  that  dis- 
tance the  earnings  under  the  rate  charged  were  more  than  20.7  mills 
per  ton-mile  and  34.3  cents  per  car-mile;  and  under  the  rate  sought 
they  would  be  approximately  9.6  mills  per  ton-mile  and  16.2  cents 
per  car-mile,  which  complainants  compare  with  the  average  of  8.59 
mills  per  ton-mile,  for  an  average  haul  of  302  miles,  earned  by  class-I 
roads  in  1918. 

Complainants  refer  to  the  lower  rat«s  contemporaneously  ac- 
corded certain  commodities,  such  as  bamboo,  matting,  rattan,  various 
kinds  of  fiber,  hemp,  cattle  hair,  feathers,  and  cotton,  most  of  which 
are  said  to  have  equalled  or  exceeded  kapok  in  value  at  the  time  of 
movement.  This  average  loading  does  not  vary  greatly  from  that 
of  kapok.  Prior  to  June  25,  1918,  the  import  rate  on  a  number  of 
these  commodities,  including  bamboo,  rattan,  ramie  fiber,  and  cattle 
hair,  was  the  same  as  that  on  kapok.  On  July  1,  1918,  and  other 
dates  shortly  after  their  canceliatJon,  import  rates  were  reestablished 
on  several  of  these  articles  on  a  much  lower  basis  than  the  class  rates 
applied  to  the  shipments  In  issue.  On  May  29,  1919,  when  import 
rates  were  reestablished  on  kapok,  the  other  commodities  named  were 
placed  on  the  same  or  a  lower  basis,  except  feathers  and  certain 
kinds  of  fiber,  which  were  given  a  rate  of  $1,875. 

Particular  stress  is  laid  by  complainants  on  the  rates  on  cotton, 
which  competes  with  kapok  for  a  number  of  purposes.  Prior  to 
June  25,  1918,  the  import  rate  on  cotton  was  95  cents.  When  that 
rate  was  canceled  the  domestic  commodity  rate  of  $1,415,  increased 
by  25  per  cent  to  $1.77,  became  applicable  to  Boston.  Upon  protest 
of  shippers  the  prior  rate  of  $1,415  was  restored,  effective  July  21, 
1919.  From  the  foregoing  it  appears  that  the  former  import  rate 
on  kapok  was  approximately  31  per  cent  higher  than  that  on  cotton, 
whereas  the  class  rate  applied  to  the  shipments  to  Boston  and  New 
York  was  134  per  cent  higher  than  the  commodity  rate  subsequently 
established  on  cotton. 
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A  number  of  cases  are  cited  by  complainants  in  which  reparation 
was  awarded  to  the  basis  of  an  import  rat«  established  after  former 
import  rates  had  been  canceled  in  accordance  with  general  order  No. 
28.  Mitsui  <&  Co.  v.  Director  General,  58  I.  C.  C,  822,  is  one  of  these. 
That  basis  was  adopted  not  as  a  general  principle  but  because  it  was 
found  reasonable  under  the  facts  of  each  particular  case. 

Defendants  point  to  complainants'  admission  that  kapok  is  pur- 
chased either  at  Padfic  or  Atlantic  coast  ports,  wherever  the  price 
is  most  adrantageouB,  and  insist  that  the  import  rate  in  effect  prior 
to  June  25,  1918,  as  well  as  that  subsequently  established,  was  de- 
pressed by  water  competition  and  should  not  be  regarded  as  reason- 
able. We  recently  found  that  it  is  not  to  be  assumed  that  an  in- 
crease of  25  per  cent  in  relatively  low  import  rates  would  operate 
to  make  them  reasonable  maximum  rates.  American  T{Aaceo  Co.  v. 
Director  General,  60  I.  C.  C.  486. 

Much  testimony  was  introduced  by  defendants  detailing  the  operat- 
ing conditions  in  their  San  Francisco  and  Boston  terminals,  as  well  as 
over  other  portions  of  the  route  of  movement,  but  their  witnesses  made 
no  claim  that  any  special  or  distinctive  service  was  required  in  con- 
nection with  these  shipments.  Whatever  the  difiBculties  of  opera- 
tion may  have  been,  they  appear  in  general  to  be  common  to  all 
traffic  over  the  lines  of  these  carriers. 

While  the  facts  of  record  indicate  that  the  rates  charged  were  ex- 
cessive, they  do  not  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  the  rate  sought  by 
complainants  would  be  reasonable.  As  compared  with  the  $1,416 
rat«  subsequently  established  on  cotton,  a  rate  of  $1,875  would  closely 
approximate  the  ratio  which  formerly  existed  between  the  rates  on 
imported  kapok  and  cotton,  and  also  he  the  same  in  amount  as  the 
rate  established  by  defendants  on  May  29,  1919,  on  several  of  the 
commodities  herein  mentioned  with  which  kapok  is  fairly  compar- 
able. Aa  applied  to  these  shipments  a  rate  of  $1,875  would  have 
yielded  11.5  mills  per  ton-mile  and  19.2  cents  per  car-mile  for  the 
movement  to  Boston. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
they  exceeded  $1,875  per  100  pounds;  that  complainants  made  the 
shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  thereon ;  that 
they  were  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount  of  the  difference  between 
the  charges  paid  and  those  whidi  would  have  accrued  at  the  rate 
herein  found  reasonable;  and  that  they  are  entitled  to  reparation 
with  interest.  Complainants  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Bulea 
of  Practice. 
WI.G.G. 
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No.  12242. 
HIPOLITE  COMPANT 


AKRON,  CANTON  &  Y0T7NGST0WN  RAILWAY  COMPANT, 
DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ET  AL. 


SHbmltted  January  ti,  19It.    Decided  March  4,  IStt. 


Preaent  classtflcatloD  ratings  cm  hlpoUtfl  toand  not  nnnaMnable.  Former  msf- 
qnantlt;  rattngs  of  first  claaa  In  official  and  second  claea  In  western  sod 
southern  clasBiflcatlonB  found  nnreaeonable,  as  applied  to  carload  ship- 
ments, to  the  extent  that  the;  exceeded  third  class.    Reparation  awardtd. 

Thamaa  L.  PkiUpa  for  complainant. 

A,  M.  BuU,  X.  S.  Brovm,  and  L.  H.  Strasaer  for  defendants. 
Refobt  of  tkx  CoKinssioH. 
DiviBtoN  4,  CoHMiBsioNERa  Mbter,  Danieu,  Ain>  PomR. 
Br  Division  4: 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  complainant  to  the  report  proposed  1:^ 
the  examiner,  and  the  case  was  orally  argued. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  in  the  man- 
ufacture of  a  preparation  known  as  hipolite,  by  complaint  filed  Feb- 
ruary 17,  1921,  alleges  that  the  rates  charged  by  defendants  on  car- 
load and  less-than-carload  shipments  of  its  product  were  and  are 
unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial.  We  are  askeid  to  award  repa- 
ration on  shipments  moving  between  January  1, 1917,  and  the  effec- 
tive date  of  our  order  herein.  Ratings  herein  referred  to  apply  on 
the  articles  mentioned  in  connection  therewith,  "  in  glass  or  earthen- 
ware, packed  in  barrels  or  boxes." 

Complainant's  product  is  classed  by  defendants  as  confectionerTs 
paste.  Prior  to  August  16,  1920,  the  official  classification  carried 
an  any-quantity  rating  of  first  class  and  the  western  and  southern 
classifications  any-quantity  ratings  of  second  class  on  **  confectiooer's 
paste,  n.  o.  i.  b.  n."  On  that  date  a  carload  rating  of  third  class 
was  published  in  all  three  classifications,  but  no  change  was  made 
in  the  less-than-carload  ratings.  Complainant  contends  that  its 
product  in  carloads  should  be  rated  not  higher  than  fifth  class,  in 
all  of  the  classifications,  and  in  less  than  carloads  not  higher  than 
•econd  class  in  the  official  and  southern  and  third  class  in  the  western. 
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Hipolite  is  made  by  secret  process  from  glucose  and  cane  sugar 
to  which  is  added  flarormg  and  a  small  quantity  of  egg  albumen. 
It  is  put  up  in  quart  and  pint  glass  jars,  one  dozen  quarts  and  two 
dozen  pints  to  each  case.  Double  containers  consisting  of  inner  and 
outer  fiber-board  cases  are  used  for  both  sizes.  Comparatively  little 
is  shipped  in  quart  jars,  the  demand  being  largely  for  the  pint  size. 
In  packing  the  pints  one  dozen  are  placed  in  each  inner  case  and 
two  inner  cases  are  enclosed  in  an  outer  case.  A  case  of  d4  pints 
weighs  36  pounds  and  the  wholesale  price  is  $6.  The  dimensions 
of  this  case  are  13.7K  inches  long,  13.26  inches  wide  and  12  inches 
deep ;  the  weight  per  cubic  foot  is  27.9  pounds,  and  the  value  p&e 
cubic  foot  $6.S0.  Hipolite  is  of  heavy  consistency  and  when  a  jar 
of  it  is  broken  there  is  little  or  no  contamination  of  other  freight 
Claims  for  damage  in  transit  have  been  nominal. 

Hipolite  is  advertised  as  a  "  marshmallow  creme "  suitable  for 
use  as  a  filling  or  icing  for  cakes ;  as  a  substitute  for  whipped  cream ; 
as  an  ingredient  in  the  preparation  of  salad  dressing;  as  a  spread 
for  cakes  and  crackers;  and  as  a  sauce  for  fruits,  sundaes,  and 
desserts. .  It  may  also  be  used  for  other  table  purposes. 

Ounplainant  stresses  a  comparison  of  the  ratings  on  its  product 
with  the  ratings  on  "  sugar  butter."  For  a  number  of  years  sugar 
butter  has  been  rated  fifth  class  in  carloads  and  second  and  third 
class  in  less  than  carloads  in  the  official  and  western  dassifications 
and  second  class  any  quantity  in  the  southern  dassification.  Sugar 
butter  contains  the  same  ingredients,  except  egg  albumen,  as  hipolite, 
but  the  process  of  manufacture  is  apparently  different,  as  the 
products  are  wholly  dissimilar  in  texture  and  appearance.  The 
value  per  cubic  foot  of  hipolite  and  sugar  butter  is  approximately 
the  same,  but  the  weight  per  cubic  foot  of  the  latter  is  nearly  twice 
that  of  the  former.  Hipolite  is  worth  about  19.7  cents  per  pound 
and  sugar  butter  about  11.5  cents  per  pound.  The  two  commodities 
are  competitive  to  a  limited  degree,  both  being  used  for  some  pur- 
poses in  common,  but  sugar  butter  is  not  suitable  for  many  of  the 
chief  uses  to  which  hipolite  is  put.  But  little  sugar  butt«r  is  manu- 
factured at  the  present  time,  and  the  movement  is  entirely  in  lees 
than  carloads. 

Complainant  refers  to  the  ratings  on  peanut  butter,  jama,  jellies, 
or  preserves,  fruit,  n.  o.  i.  b.  n.,  fruit  butter,  and  crushed  fruit.  These 
articles  are  rated  fifth  class,  in  carloads,  in  all  of  the  classifications. 
In  the  official  classitication  peanut  butter  in  less  than  carloads  is 
rated  second  class,  and  jams,  jellies,  preserves,  fruit,  fruit  butter,  and 
crushed  fruit  In  less  than  carloads  first  class.  In  the  southern  and 
western  classifications  these  articles,  in  less  than  carloads,  including 
peanut  butter,  are  given  the  same  ratings  as  hipolite.     The  volume 
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of  tooTemeDt  of  jellies  is  said  to  be  greater  thui  that  of  hipolite  and 
the  weight  per  cubic  foot  of  the  former  is  mncb  greater. 

Salad  dressing,  in  carloads,  is  rated  fifth  class  in  official  and  west- 
em  classificatioDS  and  sixth  class  in  the  sonthem  classificatioii.  In 
less  than  carloads  it  is  rated  first  class  in  official,  second  in  sonthem, 
and  third  in  western.  Olive  oil,  in  carloads,  is  rated  fifth  dass  in  the 
official  daflsificatioa  and  fourth  class  in  the  western.  In  the  soDthem 
it  is  rated  first  class  any  quantity.  In  lees  than  carloads  it  is  rated 
first  class  in  the  official  and  western. 

Candy,  in  carloads,  is  rated  fifth  class  in  the  southern  and  third 
class  in  the  other  classifications.  In  less  than  carloads  it  is  rated 
second  class  in  aU.  Complainant  comments  on  the  fact  that  candy 
is  of  a  semiperishable  nature  whereas  hipolite  is  practically  non- 
perishable. 

Defendants  show  that  the  present  ratings  on  many  articles,  such 
as  fiavoiing  extracts,  beef  extracts,  root-beer  extracts,  malted  milk, 
milk  food,  extracted  honey,  malt  syrup,  drugs,  medicines,  chemicals, 
and  figs  or  candied  fruit  are  as  high  or  higher  than  on  hipolite. 

We  find  that  the  present  ratings  on  hipolite  in  the  respec^ve  dassi- 
fications  are  not  unreasonable  but  that  the  former  first-class  and 
second-clasa  any-quantity  ratings  resulted  in  unreasonable  charges 
to  the  extent  that  such  ratings  as  applied  to  carload  shipments  ex- 
ceeded third  class. 

We  further  find  that  complainant  made  carload  shipments  betweat 
January  1,  1917,  and  August  16,  1920,  upon  which  it  paid  and  bore 
the  charges  and  is  entitled  to  reparation  with  interest  Complainant 
should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Rules  of  Practice.  Upon  certain 
carload  shipments  charges  appear  to  have  been  collected  on  baas  of 
the  fifth-dass  rates.  On  any  of  such  shipments  that  moved  prior 
to  the  date  of  the  establishment  of  the  third-class  rating,  collection 
of  the  difference  between  the  applicable  rates  and  third-class  rates 
may  be  waived. 
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No.  12248. 
FORT  WAYNE  CORRUGATED  PAPER  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


BMmitted  Sovemher  tl,  1921.    Dedd^d  Uarcli  1,  int. 


Charges  odlected  on  box  board,  in  carloads,  tram  Hartford  City  to  Fort  Warne, 
Ind.,  during  federal  control,  found  not  unreasonable  or  otberwlse  unlawfuL 
Complaint  dlsmlseed. 

H.  E.  Fau-weaiker,  Rushard  W.  Burg,  and  Louit  W.  Bauer  for 
coroplKinant, 

Fred  W.  Heid  tax  defendBnt. 

Report  of  the  Commission. 
Division  8,  Commissioners  Haix,  Eastman,  and  Camfbell. 
Bt  Division  3: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  hy  th«  exsmi&er. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  manufacturing  box  board  at  Hart- 
ford City,  Ind.,  by  complaint  filed  February  10, 1921,  alleges  that  the 
charges  collected  by  defendant  on  238  carloads  of  unlined  box  board 
shipped  between  June  27,  1918,  and  March  25,  1919,  from  Hartford 
City  to  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  were  illegal,  unjust,  and  unreasonable. 
The  prayer  is  for  reparation.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100 
pounds. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  Lake  Erie  &.  Western,  47  miles. 
Box  board,  not  corrugated  nor  indented,  was  and  is  rated  fifth  class 
in  the  governing  official  classification,  minimum  36,000  pounds.  In 
the  Lake  Erie  &  Western's  exceptions  to  this  classification  it  was 
rated  88.33  per  cent  of  sixth  class,  minimum  40,000  pounds.  On  this 
basis  the  rate  would  have  been  8  cents.  Charges  were  collected  at  a 
rate  of  9  cents,  minimum  40,000  pounds,  under  the  following  pro- 
vision published  in  the  special  supplement,  effective  June  25,  1918, 
to  the  tariff  naming  the  class  rates : 

No  rate  sball  be  applied  on  any  traffic  moving  nnder  class  ratea  lower  than 
the  amount  In  cents  per  100  pounds  for  the  respective  dssaes  as  shown  below 
tor  the  aeveral  classlflcattons.  The  minimum  rate  on  anj  article  shall  be  the 
rate  for  the  class  at  which  that  article  Is  rated  in  the  clasBlflcation  shown  be- 
low npplylng  la  the  territory  where  the  shipment  mores. 
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Wbere  rates  are  governed  by  Official  Glasslflcatlon 

Clossea 12        3      4      6    S 

Bates 25    21J    17    IZJ    9    7 

A  similar  provision  was  published  in  the  exceptions. 

The  minimum  rule  as  originally  published  in  genera)  order  No. 
28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  specifically  dealt'  with  the 
exceptions  to  the  classification,  but  by  subsequent  supplement,  ef- 
fective on  the  same  date  as  general  order  No.  28,  the  rule  was 
changed  to  read  as  quoted  above. 

Complainant  contends  (1)  that  the  rate  charged  was  illegal  and 
unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded  83.33  per  cent  of  siztfi 
class,  or  8  cents;  (2)  that  rates  based  upon  a  percentage  of  class 
rates  are  commodity  rates;  and  (3)  that  therefore  the  minimum 
class-rate  provision  was  not  applicable  to  these  shipments.  Kefer- 
ence  to  Boldt  Paper  MiUe  v.  Director  General,  62  I.  O.  C,  471,  will 
sufiice  to  dispose  of  these  cont«ntions  except  that  of  anreasooable- 
ness.  We  there  found  that  an  exception  to  the  classification  so  pob- 
lished  could  not  be  considered  a  specific  commodity  rate,  and  that  the 
minimum  class  rate  applied. 

Eight  of  the  shipments  weighed  less  than  40,000  pounds,  the  mini- 
mum assessed,  and  complainant  urges  that  in  connection  with  Uie 
9-cent  rate  the  ofHci&I  classification  minimum  of  36,000  pounds  should 
hare  been  applied,  a  point  not  raised  in  the  case  cited.  The  mini- 
mimi  was  fixed  by  the  exceptions  at  40,000  pounds,  and  was  not 
changed  by  the  special  supplement  naming  the  minimum  class  rate. 
It  follows  that  the  minimum  of  40,000  pounds  was  applicable. 

Little  evidence  was  submitted  by  complainant  in  support  of  the 
allegation  of  unreasonableness.  It  compared  the  rate  charged  with 
commodity  rates  on  box  board  applicable  between  various  points 
in  central  territory  ranging  from  5.5  to  8  cents  for  distances  of  from 
26  to  99  miles.  On  an  average  about  two  cars  per  day  are  shipped 
from  Hartford  City  to  the  factory  at  Fort  Wayne;  and  these  cars 
move  from  the  tatter  point  under  load.  Loss  and  damage  daima 
are  negligible. 

Defendant  instanced  contemporaneous  commodity  rates  on  box 
board,  in  carloads,  ranging  from  9  to  10.5  cents,  between  points  in 
central  territory,  46  to  85  miles. 

Prior  to  BuUdvng  and  Roofing  Paper  and  Paper  Board  Rate*, 
62  I.  C.  C,  84,  decided  December  9,  1918,  the  general  basis  of  rates 
on  box  board  within  central  territory  was  83.33  per  cent  of  sixth 
class,  but  in  that  case  we  found  that  reasonable  maximum  rates  on 
paper  boards  should  not  exceed  90  per  cent  of  sixth  class.  When 
these  shipments  moved  90  per  cent  of  the  sixth-class  rate  would 
have  been  9  cents. 

We  find  that  the  charges  collected  were  not  unreasonable  or  other- 
wise unlawful.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed.  661.0  0. 
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No.  12276. 
W.  L.  CARNEY 

V. 

DIRECTOK  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 

Bu1>mltted  October  31,  19f!t.    Decided  yareh  7,  iStt. 

Bates  on  bltnmincnis  coal,  In  carloads,  from  points  in  Indiana  and  IlUnola  to 
Chicago,  III.,  during  federal  control,  found  not  nnreasonable  or  otberwlw 
unlawfnl.    Complaint  dismissed. 
W,  L.  Carney  for  complainant,  in  person. 

Royal  Jt/cKenna,  A.  P.  Humburg,  and  K.  L.  Richmond  for  de- 
fendant. 

RkfORT  or  THE  CoMMtfiSION. 

Division  3,  CoHHiBsioNEiia  Haix,  Easthan,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  traffic  manager  acting  in  behalf  of  various  indi- 
viduals, firms,  and  corporations  dealing  in  or  using  coal  at  Chicago, 
111.,  by  complaint  filed  February  12,  1821,  alleges  that  the  rates 
charged  by  defendant  on  bituminous  coal,  in  carloads,  shipped  be- 
tween June  25  and  October  4, 1918,  inclusive,  from  points  in  Illinois 
and  Indiana  to  Chicago  were  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory, 
unduly  prejudicial,  and  in  excess  of  those  legally  applicable.  The 
prayer  is  for  reparation  only.  No  evidence  was  introduced  in  sup- 
port of  tke  allegations  of  unjust  discrimination  and  undue  prejudice. 
Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  net  ton. 

For  the  purpose  of  rate  making  the  coal  mines  in  Illinois  and  In- 
diana have  been  grouped  into  districts,  and,  generally  speaking,  rates 
on  coal  from  these  groups  to  Chicago  and  other  points  for  many 
years  prior  to  June  25,  1918,  were  maintained  on  a  fixed  differential 
basis.  This  differential  basis  had  remained  constant  since  Novem- 
ber  16,  1915,  except  for  a  slight  change  in  December,  1916,  brought 
about  by  an  order  of  the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Commission  au- 
thorizing a  6  per  cent  increase  with  a  maximum  of  5  cents  in  the 
intrastate  rates  on  coal  from  the  Illinois  fields  to  Chicago.  General 
order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  authorized  in- 
creases which  became  effective  June  25,  1918,  in  the  coal  rates  in 
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this  territory  in  varying  amounts:  16  cents  where  the  rates  were 

49  cents  and  less;  20  cents  where  the  rates  were  from  60  to  99  cents; 

50  cents  where  the  rates  were  from  $1  to  $1.99;  and  greater  in- 
creases where  the  rates  were  higher.    That  order  further  provided: 

Where  rates  from  produtlng  points  or  to  destloatlons  have  been  based  on 
fixed  differentials  In  cents  per  ton,  such  dlSerentlalB  to  be  maintained,  tbe  in- 
crease to  be  figured  on  the  Mghest  rated  point  or  group. 

On  June  24,  1918,  the  rates  to  Chicago  from  these  coal  fields 
ranged  from  77  cents  on  shipments  from  Ladd,  111.,  to  $1.47  from 
Evansville,  Ind.,  with  a  rate  of  $1.25  from  Marion,  111,,  in  the  so- 
called  southern  Illinois  group.  The  rate  from  the  southern  IlUiiois 
group  is  the  base  rate  with  respect  to  which  the  rates  from  other 
groups  are  differentially  related.  In  publishing  the  increases  under 
general  order  No.  28  the  cftrriers  adopted  the  southern  Illinois  group 
as  the  base  instead  of  Evansville.  From  the  Evansville  group  coal 
does  not  move  in  as  large  volume  to  Chicago  as  from  the  southern 
Illinois  group,  which  is  one  of  the  most  important  coal-producing 
sections  in  the  state.  On  June  25,  1918,  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
crease authorized  under  general  order  No.  28  and  the  rule  for  the 
disposition  of  fractions,  the  southern  Illinois  group  rate  became  $1.60, 
which  was  35  cents  more  than  the  rate  prior  to  that  date.  The  rates 
from  the  other  coal  groups  to  Chicago  were  likewise  increased  35 
cents  to  maintain  the  preexisting  differentials. 

Effective  October  5,  1918,  the  rates  to  Chicago  from  these  coal- 
producing  groups  were  reduced  5  cents,  in  order  to  reflect  the  specific 
increases,  irrespective  of  the  rule  for  the  disposition  of  fractions. 

Complainant  contends  that  the  increases  made  on  June  25,  1918, 
were  in  excess  of  those  authorized  by  general  order  No.  28,  and  were 
both  illegal  and  unreasonabls  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  the 
rates  subsequently  established,  to  the  basis  of  which  reparation  is 
asked.  It  is  also  contended  by  complainant  that  lower  increases  on 
June  25, 1918,  would  have  resulted  if  based  on  the  rates  from  Evans- 
ville and  other  points  in  Indiana  or  certain  points  in  western  Ken- 
tucky. 

Without  considering  whether  general  order  No.  28  was  strictly 
complied  with,  the  rates  attacked  as  unlawful  for  failure  to  observe 
the  terms  of  that  order  were  filed  with  us  by  the  President  through 
his  duly  appointed  agent,  and  such  failure  would  not  prove  that  Ae 
rates  establislied  under  the  order  were  unreasonable.  Anaconda 
Copper  Mining  Co.  v.  Director  General,  57  I.  C.  C,  723;  Aem» 
Cement  Plaster  Co.  v.  Director  General,  59  I.  C.  C,  411. 

The  only  evidence  submitted  by  complainant  in  support  of  his 
allegation  of  unreasonableness  is  a  comparison  of  the  ton-mile  earn- 
ings ranging  from  10.9  to  4.1  mills  for  hauls  from  103  to  369  miles 
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under  the  rates  assailed  with  ton-mUe  earnings  ranging  from  3.7 
to  5.7  milla  nnder  rates  on  coat  to  Chicago  from  Huntington,  Ark., 
780  miles;  North  Fork,  W.  Va.,  707  miles;  Morganfield,  Ky.,  385 
miles;  and  Carbondale,  Pa.,  845  miles.  The  circumstances  surroond- 
ing  the  transportati(m  of  coal  from  the  points  instanced  is  not 
shown;  the  earnings  per  ton-mile  under  the  rates  therefrom  are  in 
some  instances  greater  for  more  than  twice  the  distance  than  under 
some  of  the  rates  assailed;  and  complainant  admits  that  during  the 
period  covered  by  the  complaint  very  little  if  any  coal  was  shipped 
to  Chicago  from  those  points. 

It  is  urged  on  behalf  of  the  Director  General  that  the  increases 
made  on  June  25,  1918,  were  in  strict  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
general  order  Na  28 ;  that  the  freight  rate  authority  under  which  rates 
were  subsequently  reduced  5  cents  was  issued  as  a  result  of  repre- 
sentations made  by  various  coal  interests  of  Indiana  and  Illinois  that 
the  preexisting  relationship  of  the  producing  mines  had  been  dis- 
turbed by  the  increases  under  general  order  No.  28;  and  that  the 
reduction  on  October  5,  1818,  represents  nothing  more  than  a  con- 
cession to  the  coal  interests  in  those  states,  and  by  no  means  should  be 
regarded  as  an  admission  that  the  former  rates  were  on  an  im- 
proper or  unreasonable  basis.  It  is  also  insisted  that  the  rates  on 
coal  in  this  territory  are  among  the  lowest  coal  rates  in  the  country. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  unreasonable  or  otherwise 
unlawful.    The  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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No.  lasio. 

AGATE  PBODUCTS  COMPANY 


DIBECTOB  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


SiOmUted  October  91,  1911.    Dooided  Uarth  7,  J«S. 


Rates  on  leM<thui-carlo>d  Bh^meotB  of  agat«  bowlders  In  bands  aad  bmns 
from  inlnts  In  Montatui  to  San  rrandsco,  Calif.,  fonnd  not  nnreawmable, 
bnt  rates  on  similar  ahlpmento  In  bags  found  unreasonable.  Rq>araClon 
awarded. 

E.  W.  HolUngBworth  and  BUhop  <6  Bahler  for  complaioBjit. 

Fred  H.  Wood,  James  B.  BeU,  C.  W.  Durhrow,  Elmer  Wettlake^ 
Frank  B.  Austin,  Si.  A.  CummingSf  John  F.  Finerty,  and  Thomas  M. 
Woodward  for  defendant. 

RbFOBT  of  THB  CoHHISffiOK. 

DiTtfiiON  8,  CoMHiseiONXRS  HaUi,  Eastman,  and  Caicpbell. 
Bt  Division  3 : 

EzceptiooB  were  filed  by  defendant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  manufacturing  agate  products  at  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  by  complaint  filed  February  19,  1921,  alleges  that 
the  rates  charged  on  27  leas-than-carload  shipments  of  agate  pebbleg 
or  bowlders  between  March  16,  1919,  and  January  13,  1920,  both  in- 
clusive, from  BUlings,  Fallon,  Glendive,  Miles  City,  and  Rosebud, 
Mont.,  to  San  Francisco,  wer«  unjust  and  unreasonable.  We  ara 
asked  to  award  reparation.  Rates  will  be  stated  in  amounts  per  100 
pounds  and  apply  on  less-than-carload  shipments. 

Tbe  shipments  consisted  of  agate  pebbles  or  bowlders  in  the 
natural  state.  Twenty  were  in  bags.  The  remaining  seven  were  in 
boxes  and  one  barrel,  which  moved  from  Glendive,  and  chaiga 
thereon  were  collected  at  the  applicable  second-class  rate  of  $8,075. 
No  rating  was  provided  for  agate  shipped  in  bags,  but,  under  a 
penalty  rule  in  western  classification,  charges  on  these  shipments 
were  collected  at  rates  two  classes  higher  than  on  shipments  in  bans 
or  barrels,  or  one  and  one-half  times  the  first-class  rate.  These  rates 
were  $4.65  from  Billings;  $6.02S  from  Rosebud;  $5.14  from  Miles 
City,  prior  to  December  81, 1919,  and  $5.1876  mi  and  after  that  date; 
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$6.2875  frcon  Fallon;  and  $5.8026  from  GlendiTe.  Apparently  one 
of  the  shipments  from  Billings  Eind  three  from  Miles  City  were 
undercharged  and  one  from  Miles  City  vas  overcharged.  Com- 
plainant contends  that  fourth-class  rat«s  of  $1,865  from  Billings, 
$2,015  from  Rosebud,  $2.05  from  Miles  City,  $2,115  frwn  Fallon,  and 
$2.15  from  Glendive  would  have  been  reasonable.  The  distances 
to  San  Francisco  over  the  routes  by  way  of  which  most  of  the  ^p- 
ments  moved  are:  From  Billings,  1,895;  Rosebud,  2,009;  Miles  City, 
2,042 ;  Fallon,  2,091 ;  and  Glendive,  2,120  miles.  The  short-line  dis- 
tances are  approximately  476  miles  less. 

Most  of  the  agate  bowlders  contained  in  these  shipments  weighed 
2  pounds  or  less.  The  bags  used  were  those  in  which  cement  is 
ordinarily  shipped,  a  bagful  of  the  bowlders  weighing  from  90  to 
120  pounds.  Tiie  average  price  paid  was  about  6  to  8  cents  a  pound. 
The  highest  price  paid  by  complainant  for  agate  produced  in  the 
United  States  was  20  cents  a  pound  and  the  lowest  8  cents.  It 
does  not  intend  to  use  any  more  Montana  agate  and  recently  paid 
86  cents  a  pound  for  Brazilian  agate  bowlders,  f.  o.  b.  New  York, 
N.  Y.  Some  of  the  best  grades  of  agate  run  as  high  as  $8  a  pound. 
Agate  bowlders  can  be  handled  like  ore  and  it  does  not  appear  that 
they  can  he  easily  damaged  in  transit.  There  were  no  claims  for 
loss  or  damage  on  any  of  complainant's  shipments. 

Comparison  is  made  with  the  rates  on  jasper  and  onyx,  which  were 
rated  fourth  class,  loose  or  in  packages,  in  western  territory.  Jasper 
and  onyx  are  ordinarily  shipped  in  quarried  blocks  weighing  200 
pounds  or  more  and  in  open  cars.  The  average  value  of  jasper,  so 
shipped,  is  10  cents  a  pound,  and  of  onyx  2  cents.  Agate  weighs 
approximately  75  pounds  per  cubic  foot,  and  onyx  181  pounds.  The 
weight  of  jasper  is  not  shown.  Jasper  and  onyx  compete  largely 
with  marble  and  are  rated  the  same  as  marble.  Ore  of  a  value  not 
exceeding  6  cents  per  pound,  shipped  in  barrels,  boxes,  or  bags,  in 
less  than  carloads,  was  rated  fourth  class. 

The  rating  originally  published  in  1910  in  western  classification 
on  agate  in  the  rough,  boxed,  was  first  class.  This  was  reduced  to 
second  class,  in  boxes  or  barrels,  effective  on  April  1,  1918.  The 
carriers  do  not  regard  bags  as  proper  containers  for  a  commodity  of 
the  weight  and  value  of  agate  bowlders.  Except  as  to  value  agate 
bowlders  are  very  similar,  from  a  transportation  standpoint,  to 
grinding  pebbles,  rated  fourth  class,  in  bags,  in  less  than  carloads. 

Complainant  suggests  that,  inasmuch  as  the  agate  bowlders  had 
not  been  sawed,  the  rating  on  agate  in  the  rough  was  not  applicable 
because  the  classification  then  in  effect  applied  the  term  "in  the 
rough  "  to  articles  "  when  sawed,  hewn,  planed  or  bent,  and  before 
any  further  manufacturing  process  has  begun,"  without  specifically 
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restricting  it  to  wooden  articles  as  is  now  the  case.  It  contends  that 
agate  is  classified  in  the  silica  group  in  mineralogy,  and  that  agate 
bowlders  should,  by  analogy,  take  the  fourth-class  rating  applicable 
on  silica.  Silica  does  not  have  a  value  of  more  than  $10  per  ton. 
An  agate  bowlder  is  more  analogous  to  agate  in  the  rough  than  to 
silica. 

We  find  that  the  rates  charged  on  the  shipments  in  boxes  and  in 
the  barrel  were  not  unjust  or  unreasonable,  but  that  the  rates  as- 
sessed on  the  shipments  in  bags  were  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
they  exceeded  the  second-class  rates  contemporaneously  in  effect; 
that  complainant  made  the  shipments  as  described  and  paid  and  bore 
the  charges  thereon ;  and  that  it  was  damaged  thereby  in  the  amount 
of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and  those  which  would 
have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  to  have  been  reasonable. 
Complainant  should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Bules  of  Practice. 
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No.  12393. 
CHEVBOLET  MOTOR  COMPANY  OF  CALIFORNIA 

V. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  ET  AL. 

SvbmUted  November  tl,  1921.    DeoUei  March  7,  ISH. 

Tblrd-claae  rates  charged  on  sbtpmenta  of  antomoblle  Jadu,  in  less  than  car- 
loads, from  ABtiland,  Ohio,  and  Jollet,  IIU  to  Oakland  (Melrow),  Caltf., 
since  Jannarf  4,  1818,  found  applicable  and  not  unreasonable  or  unjustly 
discriminatory.    Complaint   dismissed. 

Frank  A.  Gaynor,  John  Thomas  Smith,  and  C.  R.  Scharff  for  com- 
plainaixt. 

Thomeu  Si.  Woodward  and  /.  B.  Bell  for  defendants. 

RePOBT  of  the  CoUMISfilON. 

Division  S,  Couhibsioners  Hall,  Eastuam,  and  Caupbbli. 
Bt  Division  8: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

C<8npla)nBnt,  a  corporation,  engaged  in  the  automobUe  business 
at  Oakland,  Calif.,  by  complaint  filed  February  21, 192X,  alleges  that 
the  third-class  rates  charged  on  less-than-carload  shipments  of  auto- 
mobile jacks  from  Ashland,  Ohio,  and  Joliet,  111.,  to  Oakland  (Mel- 
rose), Calif.,  since  January  4,  1918,  were  and  are  unreasonable  and 
imjustly  discriminatory.  We  are  afiked  to  preticrlbe  commodity  rates 
on  this  tra£Sc  and  to  award  reparation. 

The  automobile  jack  is  a  mechanical  contrivance  made  of  iron 
and  used  for  the  lifting  of  automobiles.  Transportation  charges 
were  collected  on  complainant's  shipments  upon  the  basis  of  the 
third-class  rates  applicable  on  "jacks,  or  jack  screws,  not  otherwise 
indexed  by  name,  not  mounted  on  trucks,  less-than-carloads."  Dur- 
ing the  period  of  movement  commodity  rates  were  in  effect  on  "tools," 
the  description  including  "jacks,  wagon,  boxed  or  crated."  These 
commodity  rates  were  canceled  March  15,  1921.  Complainant  seeks 
to  have  them  restored  and  made  applicable  to  automobile  jacks, 
with  reparation  to  that  basis. 

At  the  hearing,  it  was  stated  on  behalf  of  complainant  that  it  did 
not  attack  the  class  rato^  and  rating  as  unreasonabie,  but  that  the 
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issue  was  whether  the  commodity  rates  were  applicable  od  ahipmADti 
of  automobile  jacks. 

Defendants'  witnesses  coDt«nded  that  the  tariffs  Tmming  the  ccm- 
modity  rates  on  wagon  jacks  covered  only  the  commodities  sped- 
fically  named.  They  testified  that  the  wagon  jack  is  a  simple  con- 
trivance made  of  wood;  that  the  automobile  jack  ia  more  compli- 
cated  in  construction;  and  that  the  commodity  rate  formerly  in 
effect  had  been  established  for  the  movement  of  jacks  to  be  used 
for  horse-drawn  vehicles,  and  was  abnormally  low.  Numerous  com- 
modities which  move  under  class  rates  in  tess-than-carload  quantities 
were  mentioned. 

Complainant's  shipments  fall  within  the  description  "jacks,  ot 
jack  screws"  and  not  "jacks,  wagon."  The  conmiodity  description 
was  neither  misleading  nor  indefinite,  as  the  term  "  wagon  "  is  com- 
monly accepted  aa  applying  to  a  vehicle  which  is  not  self-propelled. 
The  evidence  is  not  persuasive  that  lesa-tban-carload  shipments  of 
automobile  jacks  should  move  under  commodity  rates. 

We  find  that  the  rates  charged  were  applicable  and  not  unreason- 
able or  unjustly  discriminatory.    The  complaint  will  be  dianisaed. 
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No.  12421. 

WEST  COAST  GROCERY  COMPANY  ET  AL. 
«. 
DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  OREGON-WASHING- 
TON RAILROAD  &  NAVIGATION  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 

BnbmUtei  Vooflmtar  H,  Ittl.    DaoWwl  Ifan*  7,  JDffi. 

Ohargn  on  carload  Bhlpmento  irf  dried  frnltB  from  Freano  and  other  GalUcmU 
points  to  Tacoma,  WaslL,  fgnnd  not  nniMKmAble  or  nnjustlj  dlacrUuiiw- 
tory.    Complaiiit  dlamtased. 

Jo;/  W.  MeCvne  for  complsinanto. 

C.  B.  Aekerman  for  Director  Generftl  of  BailroadB. 

Lane  Summert  for  Oregon-Washington  Rsilroftd  A  NavigaticMi 
Company  and  Southern  Pacific  Compan;. 

John  F.  Finerty,  H.  A.  Seandrett^  and  /.  M.  Sovby  for  all  de- 
fendanta 

Kepost  of  trx  Cokhissioh. 

DinsiOM  3,  CouiassjONKRB  Hall,  Eabtman,  akd  Cahfbelu 
Bt  DmsioN  S ; 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  ezaminer. 

Complainants,  corporations  engaged  in  the  wholesale  grocery  busi- 
ness at  Tacoma,  Wash.,  allege  that  they  were  subjected  to  the  pay- 
ment of  unreasonable  and  unjustly  discriminatory  switching  charges 
aa  carload  shipments  of  dried  fruit  during  the  period  fnnn  Decem- 
ber 1,  1918,  to  December  20,  1920,  from  Fresno,  Locans,  Fowler, 
Sehaa,  and  Dinuba,  Calif.,  to  Tacoma.  Reparation  only  is  asked. 
Rates  will  be  stated  in  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  Southern  Pacific  to  Portland,  Oreg., 
and  the  Oregon- Washington  to  Tacoma.  At  Tacoma  they  were 
switched  by  either  the  Northern  Pacific  or  iha  Chicago,  Milwaukee 
A  St.  Paul  to  complainants'  warehonses,  which  were  on  an  industry 
track  used  jointly  by  those  carriers.  Their  charges  for  this  switch- 
ing service,  which  varied  from  $SJ26  to  $6.15  per  car,  added  to  the  ' 
applicable  joint  rates  of  the  line-haul  carriers,  constituted  the  basis 
for  the  aggregate  transportation  charge. 

The  tariffs  publishing  the  joint  rates  limit  the  absorption  of  switch- 
ing.charges  at  Tacoma  to  competitive  traffic    Prior  to  December  20, 
Wl.0.0 
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1920,  the  Oregon- Washington  was  the  only  line  reaching  that  point 
which  participated  in  the  joint  rate.  On  that  date  the  Northern 
Pacific  also  became  a  party  thereto,  thua  making  the  traffic  com* 
petitive.  Thereafter  the  line-haul  carrier  absorjied  the  switching 
charges. 

The  Oregon-Washington,  during  a  portion  of  the  period  precading 
participation  in  the  rate  by  the  Northern  Pacific,  paid  the  switching 
charges  on  this  traffic  to  the  delivering  iinea,  but  apparently  did  so 
through  oversight  and  subsequently  collected  the  amount  from  com- 
plainants. 

On  like  shipments  from  San  Francisco  and  grouped  points,  and  on 
fresh  fruit,  vegetablui,  and  canned  goods  from  Fnsuo  and  other 
California  points,  the  joint  rates  applicable  during  the  period  cot* 
ered  by  the  complaint  provided  for  absorption  of  these  switching 
charges  at  Taanna,  and  were  not  restricted  to  movements  beyond 
Portland  over  the  Oregon-Washington. 

The  aggregate  transportation  charges  oollected  on  complainants' 
shipments,  including  this  switching  'Charges  assailed,  were  leas  than 
the  aggregate  under  combination  rates  contemporaneously  applicable 
on  movements  over  tiie  same  route  to  Portland  and  tbe  NortherB 
Pacific  beyond  Portland.  Prior  to  June  35,  1918,  the  rate  from 
Fresno  to  Tacoma,  all  rail,  was  47  cents  over  the  Southern  Pacific 
and  Oregon- Washingt<m  and  fi2  cents  over  the  Southern  Pacific  and 
Northern  Pacific,  the  distance  over  each  route  being  approximately 
990  miles.  The  rate  over  the  Southern  Pacific  to  San  Francisco,  and 
by  water  beyond,  was  16.7S  cents.  Drayage  expense  of  about  $1.38 
per  ton  was  necessary  in  connection  witb  movements  over  this  rail- 
and-water  route.  Defendants  contrast  these  rates  with  rates  on  dried 
fruit  on  a  materially  higher  basis  contemporaneously  applicable  from 
Tacoma,  Portland,  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  Idaho  and  Montana  poiido, 
as,  for  example,  90  cents  from  Taooma  to  Boise,  Idaho,  6S2  miles, 
and  8£  cents  from  Taooma  to  Butte,  Mont.,  675  miles. 

We  find  tb^  the  i^ai^ges  assailed  were  not  unreasonable  or  unjustiy 
discriminatory.    The  complaint  will  ba  dismissed. 
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No.  12689. 
GENEEAL  PORCELAIN  COMPANY 


DIKECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  BALTIMORE  &  OHIO 
RAILROAD  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 


Submitted  November  10,  iSil.     Deoiaei  March  7,  J9M. 


Rate  on  teldBpar,  In  carloads,  from  WilmingtoD,  Del.,  to  PBrkeraburg,  W.  Ta., 
fonnd  not  unreasonable  or  ottaerwlse  nnlawfuL    Complaint  dlmilHed. 

William  Beard  for  complainant. 
Charles  R.  Weber  for  defendants. 

Report  op  the  CoHMisaioN. 
Division  8,  Cohuisbionebs  Haix,  Eastman,  and  Caupbell. 
Bt  Division  8 : 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  manufacturing  insulators  at  Parkers- 
burg,  W.  Ya.,  alleges  that  the  rate  charged  on  certain  carloads  of 
feldspar,  shipped  subsequent  to  December  8, 1919,  from  Wilmington, 
Del.,  to  Parkersburg  was  unreasonable  and  unjustly  discriminatory. 
It  asks  for  reparation  and  the  establishment  of  a  reasonable  and 
nondiscriminatory  rate  for  the  future. 

Complainant  bases  its  allegations  of  unlawfulness  almost  solely 
upon  the  contention  that  its  plant,  formerly  at  East  Liverpool,  Ohio, 
was  moved  to  Parkersburg  because  of  assurances  from  the  Balti- 
more 4  Ohio  that  a  lower  rate  would  be  established  from  Wilming- 
ton to  Parkersburg  than  that  contemporaneously  maintained  from 
Wilmington  to  East  Liverpool.  But  such  an  agreement  would 
afford  no  basis  for  condemning  the  rat«  assailed.  Michigan  Upper 
Penituula  Pig-Iron  Bates,  26  I.  C.  C,  284. 

The  shipments  moved  over  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  and  charges 
were  collected  at  the  applicable  rates.  Prior  to  August  26,  1920, 
the  rates  from  Wilmington  were  22.5  cents  per  100  pounds  to  Par- 
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kersburg  and  19.5  cents  per  100  pounds  to  East  Liverpool.  The 
present  rates  are  32.5  and  28  cents,  respectively,  eetablished  on  that 
date.  The  distances  are  453  and  394  miles,  respectively.  Then  is 
but  little  difference  in  the  respective  ton-mile  earnings. 

We  find  that  the  rates  assailed  were  not  and  are  not  unreasonable 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  complaint  will  be  lUsmissed. 

e6LC.O. 
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CAPITAL  WABKHOUSB  CO.  V.  DUtBCIOB  OBHBEAL. 


No.  12458. 
CAPITAL  WAREHOUSE  COMPANY 

V. 

DIKECTOK  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  AND  ILLINOIS 
CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Bubmtlted  Jtmuary  18,  ISM.    Deeidsi  ilareh  i,  IBfSt. 


Oullectlon  of  charges  for  switching  at  IndianapoUa,  Ind.,  carload  ehtpments  of 
alsal  stored  Id  transit  at  IndianapoUa,  found  illegal.    Reparation  awarded. 

Itaac  Bom  and  Charles  P.  Stewart  for  complainant. 

A.  P.  Httmhurg  and  Fred  W.  Beid  for  defendants. 
Repobt  of  the  Commission. 
Division  4,  CouuisaioNERS  Meteb,  Damiei^,  and  Potter. 
Bt  Division  4 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  b;  defendants  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner  and  the  issues  were  orally  argued  before  us. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  engaged  is  storing  and  reshipping 
sisal  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  by  complaint  filed  February  25,  1921, 
alleges  that  the  switching  charge  of  $2  per  car,  assessed  at  Indianap- 
olis on  carloads  of  sisal  imported  from  Mexico,  forwarded  from  New 
Orleans,  La.,  and  stopped  at  Indianapolis  for  storage  and  subsequent 
reshipment,  was  and  is  unlawful,  unjust,  and  unreasonable.  We  are 
asked  to  award  reparation  on  shipments  made  during  the  period  from 
January  21  to  July  21,  1920. 

The  shipments  were  consigned  to  complainant  and  moved  from 
New  Orleans  over  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  to  Indianapolis 
where  they  were  turned  over  to  the  Indianapolis  Union  Railway, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Belt,  and  by  tiiat  road  delivered  to 
complainant.  When  the  sisal  was  reshipped  to  final  destination  the 
cars  were  delivered  by  the  Belt  to  the  outbound  carrier,  the  Pitte- 
burj^,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  &  St  Louis  Railroad  or  the  Cleveland, 
Cincinnati,  Chicago  &  St.  Louis  Railway.  Eighty-eight  cars  were 
thus  reshipped  during  January  and  February,  1920,  and  167  cars 
from  March  1  to  July  1,  19^,  to  various  points  in  central  and 
trunk  line  territoriea. 

In  addition  to  the  through  rate  and  transit  charges,  the  Illinois 
Central  collected  a  charge  of  $2  per  car  for  **  extra  switching"  at 
Indianapolis  on  the  outbound  movements.    Complainant  alleges 
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that  there  fvas  and  is  no  tariff  authoritj  for  the  asaessment  of  Uw 
$2  charge. 

At  the  time  of  shipment  from  New  Orleans,  joint  through  rates 
were  in  effect  from  that  point  to  the  various  points  of  destination 
in  central  and  trunk  line  territories.  The  tariff  naming  these  ratei 
referred  to  tariffs  of  individual  lines  on  file  with  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  for  rules  governing  transit  and  absorption  of 
switching  charges.  The  Illinois  Central  tariff  governing  the  ab- 
sorption of  switching  charges  at  Indianapolis  provided  that  between 
Indianapolis  and  all  stations  on  the  Illinois  Central  the  actual 
switching  charges  of  the  terminal  lines,  but  not  to  exceed  $3  per  car, 
would  be  absorbed,  and  that  the  intermediate  switching  charges  of 
the  Belt  would  also  be  absorbed. 

Agent  Morris*  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  838,  effective  August  24,  1819, 
and  in  force  at  the  time  of  movement,  provided  for  storage  in  transit 
of  sisal  at  Indianapolis,  as  follows: 

Carload  shipments  ot  sisal,  forwarded  from  New  Orleaas,  Id.,  may  b« 
stopped  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  for  storage,  and  restalpraent  from  IndlanapoUa 
lud.,  b7  direct  routes  to  final  destination  at  the  published  through  rates  li 
effect  at  time  of  shipment  from  New  Orleans,  to  final  destination  (when  indi 
final  destination  Is  located  In  Central,  Trunk  Lloe,  and  New  England  Terrl- 
torles)  at  an  additional  charge  of  two  (2)  cents  per  100  pounds  over  tbe  pnb- 
llsbed  ttaroDgb  rate  from  New  Orleans  to  final  deatlaatlon. 

•  ••«*•  • 

ktpkhbb  or  BAmHJNo. 

Rule  IS.  The  expense  of  handling  Into  and  out  of  storage,  Including  extra 
snitching.  If  any,  must  be  borne  by  tlie -shipper  or  consignee. 
The  Belt  is  not  shown  as  a  participating  carrier  in  this  tariff,  but  de- 
fendant niinois  Central  and  other  line-haul  carriers  are  parties 
thereto. 

Complainant  contends  that  there  is  no  "  extra  switching  "  involved 
in  handling  the  shipments  at  IndianapoUs;  that  if  they  were  handled 
as  through  shipments,  the  movement  would  be  identical  with  the  ex- 
ception that  no  delivery  wonld  be  made  to  any  industry;  that  tba 
handling  through  Illinois  Central  yards  would  he  identical ;  that  the 
Illinois  Central  would  make  delivery  to  the  Belt  and  the  Belt  wonld 
deliver  to  the  connecting  line;  and  that  the  storage-in-transit  charge 
of  2  cents  per  100  pounds  provided  by  the  tariff  covers  the  service 
performed  by  the  Belt  in  placing  an  empty  car  at  the  warehouse  and 
switching  the  loaded  car  to  the  rails  of  the  outbound  carrier.  It  con- 
tends further  that  the  switching  from  the  warehouse  on  the  oatbound 
movement  is  in  no  sense  "  extra  switching,"  but  the  usual  and  ordi- 
nary switching  necessarily  required  under  the  transit  arrangement; 
and  it  points  out  that  defendants  accord  storage  in  transit  on  sugar 
and  permit  the  creosoting  of  lumber  in  transit  at  plants  located  on 
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the  Belt  in  Indianapolis,  and  asaess  no  switching  charge  on  the  oat- 
bound  movement  of  these  commodities. 

Defendants  claim  that  the  switching  charge  complained  of  is 
anthorized  by  the  switching  tariff  of  the  Belt.  This  tariff  provides  a 
charge  of  $2  per  car  for  switching  performed  within  the  Indianapolis 
switching  limits,  in  connection  with  road-haul  movements.  They 
state  that  the  arrangement  for  storing  sisal  in  transit  at  Indianapolis 
was  established  during  federal  control,  in  agent  Morris*  tariff  I.  C.  C. 
No.  838 ;  that  some  of  the  warehouses  in  which  sisal  is  stored  at  In- 
dianapolis are  on  the  rails  of  the  Big  Four  and  the  Pennsylvania  rail- 
roads, and  that  in  connection  with  shipments  to  those  warehouses 
there  would  be  no  extra  switching  because  the  Illinois  Central,  which 
brings  the  sisal  into  Indianapolis,  would  make  delivery  to  the  Big 
Four  or  Pennsylvania,  absorbing  the  Belt's  switching  charges,  the 
same  as  they  would  do  on  a  through  shipment,  and  the  Big  Four  or 
Penn^lvania  would  do  their  own  switching  to  or  from  the  ware- 
house. They  state  also  that  it  is  quite  usual  to  provide  for  the  non- 
absorption  of  switching  charges  on  other  lines  under  tranat  arrange- 
ments, and  that  these  arrangements  are  based  on  conditions  existing 
at  particular  points  and  surrounding  the  particular  business  handled. 

While  contending  that  the  extra  switching  referred  to  means  any 
switching  performed  in  addition  to  that  which  would  be  performed 
on  a  shipment  passing  through  Indianapolis  without  storage,  de- 
fendants interpret  the  tariffs  as  not  imposing  a  charge  for  extra 
switching  where  shipments  are  stored  at  warehouses  on  the  line  of 
one  of  the  outbound  carriera  It  is  apparent  that  in  the  movement 
of  a  car  from  the  Illinois  Central  break-up  yards  to  the  yards  where 
the  trains  of  the  outbound  carrier  are  made  up  there  is  no  greater 
switching  service  performed,  and  there  are  no  additional  move- 
ments, on  a  shipment  stored  at  a  warehouse  on  the  Belt,  as  compared 
with  a  shipment  stored  at  a  warehouse  on  the  line  of  the  outbound 
carrier. 

The  Ulinois  Central  contends  that  in  any  event  the  complaint 
should  be  dismissed  with  respect  to  the  period  since  federal  con- 
trol, because  of  the  lack  of  necessary  parties  defendant.  It  contends 
that  it  collected  the  $2  per  car  charge  for  the  Belt  as  a  matter  of  con- 
venience. 

The  Illinois  Central  participates  in  the  tariff  nnder  which  the 
shipments  moved  from  New  Orleans  and  in  the  tariff  establishing  the 
stoimge-in-transit  arrangement  at  Indianapolis.  It  signed  the  out- 
bound bills  of  lading  and  collected  the  $2  per  car  switching  charge. 
Shipments  which  move  from  a  point  of  origin  to  final  destination 
wiUi  an  arrangement  for  storage  in  transit  are  regarded  as  moving 
under  a  single  continuous  contract  of  carriage.    Under  the  cdrcnm- 
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stances  nuther  the  Belt  nor  the  outbound  carriers  are  necessarT' 
parties  defendant  and  an  award  maj  be  made  against  tha  lUinois 
Central. 

We  find  that  the  assessment  of  tbe  switching  (diarge  of  $3  per  car 
by  defendants  was  illegal;  that  complainant  made  the  shipmeote  as 
described  and  paid  and  bore  the  charges  herein  found  illegal ;  that 
it  has  been  damaged  in  the  amount  of  the  charges  illegally  collected 
and  is  entitled  to  refund  of  such  charges,  with  interest.  Complain- 
ant should  comply  with  rule  Y  of  the  Bules  of  Practice. 
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No.  4844. 

•EXPORT  BILL  OF  LADING. 

IN  THE  MATTER  OF  BILLS  OF  LADING. 


BubmUted  March  i,  int.    Decided  March  7,  19tt. 


Certain  conditions  In  part  II  of  tbe  tbrongh  export  btU  of  lading,  beretofor* 
pmcrlbed  by  tbe  Commiaelon  In  64  1.  C.  C^  347,  modified  In  certain  par- 
tlcnlara  in  the  light  of  further  hearing  upon  recomtneDdatlons  nude  bj 
tbe  United  States  8bln>lnK  Board. 

BorderB,  Walter,  Burchmore  <&  CoUm,  and  N.  D.  Belnap  for  Na- 
tional Industrial  Traffic  League;  and  G.  B.  Semematm  for  Institute 
of  American  Meat  Packers. 

Roteoe  H.  Eupper  and  Ohadea  R.  Hickox  for  Intematioiutl  Mer- 
cantile Marine  Company  (American  Line),  Munson  Steamship  Line, 
ElweU  Lines,  Independent  Steamship  Company,  and  Norton  Lilly 
Company  (Isthmian  Line  to  Mediterranean,  and  Norton  I^e  to 
South  America). 

Claudian  B.  Northrop  for  Southern  Uniform  Bill  of  T^djng  Com- 
mittee;  Charles  S.  Eaigkt  for  International  Chamber  of  Commerce; 
TF.  H,  ChandUr  for  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce ;  Henry  E.  Reed 
for  Atlantic  marine  department  of  Fireman's  Fund  Insurance  Com- 
pany, and  Home  Fire  &  Marine  Insurance  Company,  and  American 
Institute  of  Marine  Underwriters;  F.  H.  Price  for  Millers  National 
Federation  and  National  Industrial  Traffic  League;  and  W.  H. 
Jones  for  Marine  Office  of  America  (Marine  Underwriters)  and 
American  Institute  of  Marine  Underwriters. 

J,  F.  Johnston  ioc  Appleton  &  Cox,  Incorporated,  and  American  In- 
stitate  of  Marine  Underwriters;  Robert  N,  Collyer  for  railroads  in 
official  classification  territory;  James  C.  Lincoln^  traffic  manager, 
for  Merchants  Association  of  New  York ;  Raymond  L.  French  for 
Manufacturers  Association  of  Commerce  and  Columbia  Grapho- 
phone  Company;  R.  G.  Fulbright  for  Texas  Cotton  Association, 
Dallas  Cotton  Exchange,  Houston  Cotton  Exchange,  New  Orleans 
Cotton  Exchange,  New  York  Cotton  Exchange,  and  Savannah  Cot- 
ton Exchange;  Lewis,  Adler  db  La-ws  for  Insurance  Company  of 
North  America;  and  0,  G.  Hylander  for  Wm.  Wrigley  Jr.  Company. 

w  1.0.  a 


^cibyGoQl^lc 


688  rHTEBSTATB  OOHHEBCE  OOMMKSIOir  BKFOBXS. 

BeFOBT  or  THB  COHMUMION  ON  FUBTUXR  HxAKDia. 

Hau.,  Commistumer: 

In  Eapart  BtU  of  Lading,  64  L  C.  C,  847,  we  made  roles  and  regn- 
lations  preecribing  a  form  of  through  export  bill  of  lacUng  to  be 
issued  by  carriers  subject  to  the  interstate  commerce  act  for  applica- 
tion to  the  transportation  of  property,  in  connection  with  ocean  car- 
riers whose  vessels  are  registered  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  from  points  in  the  United  States  designated  under  the  provi- 
sions of  section  25  of  the  interstate  commerce  act  to  paints  in  non- 
adjacent  foreign  countries.  Our  order  was,  by  its  terms,  to  become 
effective  on  February  15, 1922.  Upon  application  by  the  respondent 
carriers  the  effective  date  was  postponed  until  March  16,  1922. 

Subsequently,  under  date  of  February  20,  1922,  the  United  States 
Shipping  Board  recommended  that  four  amendments,  which  it  con- 
sidered essential,  should  be  made  in  part  H,  frequently  referred  to 
as  the  ocean  conditions,  of  the  through  export  bill  of  lading  pre- 
scribed by  us.  The  Shipping  Board  stated  that  without  these  amend- 
ments it  was  unable  to  give  its  approval  pursuant  to  the  proviaoos 
of  section  19  of  the  merchant  marine  act,  1920,  for  the  reason,  among 
others,  that  the  Shipping  Board  intends  to  promulgate  a  port  bill 
of  lading  in  the  near  future  and  believes  that  there  should  be  no 
variance  in  essential  particulars  between  the  two  bills. 

Upon  receipt  of  this  communication  we  reopened  tiie  case  for  fur- 
ther hearing,  by  order  dated  February  23,  1922,  such  hearing  to  be 
limited  to  the  reasonableness  and  propriety  of  the  suggested  provi- 
sions for  inclusion  in  part  II  of  the  through  export  bill  of  lading. 
As  we  had  been  advised  that  considerable  work  had  been  dme  and 
expense  incurred  in  the  matter  of  printing  supplies  of  the  bill  there- 
tofore prescribed  by  us,  and  in  order  to  avoid  delay  and  confumon, 
we  provided  in  our  order  reopening  the  case  that,  pending  hearing 
and  decision  tiiereon,  the  order  entered  on  October  21,  1921,  as  ex- 
tended on  January  80,  1922,  should  remain  in  full  force  and  effect. 
We  further  said,  in  an  announcement  dated  February  24,  19i^: 

An  early  dedslon  will  be  rmdered.  In  tbe  event  tbat  the  fnnher  heortac 
■taows  tbat  amendmeDta  sncta  as  are  recommraided  are  appropriate,  tbe  tWuttXy 
date  ot  »B.j  order  of  the  Oommlsslon  preHcriblng  amendmenta  will  be  sndi  as 
to  allow  a  reaaonable  time  for  making  changes,  due  coaaldaratton  being  glv^ 
to  tbe  supplies  of  unnmd  printed  forms  on  hand. 

The  case  has  been  heard  and  statements  have  been  made  by  coun- 
sel and  traffic  representatives  on  behalf  of  interested  parties.  In 
response  to  our  request  the  Shipping  Board  was  represented  by 
oounsel  and  by  one  of  the  vice  presidents  of  the  Emergency  Fleet 
Corporation. 
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For  cOTiTenience  we  shall  consider  the  proposed  amendments  in 
the  order  in  which  they  were  stated  in  the  recommendation  of  the 
Shipping  Board,  setting  forth  in  connection  with  each  the  reasons 
g^ven  in  scpport  of  it  in  the  communication  from  the  Shipping 
Board. 


Beniunber  paragraph  8  as  paragraph  8  (a)  and  change  $100  to 
nad  $260. 

Seasons :  Under  existing  conditions  the  $100  valuation,  originally 
adopted  many  years  ago,  seems  inadequate.  The  valuation  unaer  the 
Hague  rules  which  has  been  generally  adoptod  by  the  foreign  steam- 
ship lines  is  £100;  $250  is  the  value  urged  by  many  Amencan  ship- 
pers,  which  seems  a  reasonable  compromise. 

The  paragraph  referred  to  would,  as  amended,  read  as  follows: 
(•)  Tbe  rnlne  of  eacb  package  shipped  hereunder  does  not  exceed  two  hnn- 
dred  and  fifty  dollara  nnleas  otherwise  stated  herein,  on  which  bsafi  the  freight 
Is  adjnsted.  nnd  the  ocean  catrler'i  llabllltr  shall  In  no  csss  exceed  that  snm  or 
the  Invoice  Tslue  (Inciodlns  freight  charges,  If  paid,  and  Including  datr  If  paid 
and  not  returnable),  whichever  shall  be  the  least,  unless  a  vsloe  In  ezceaa 
thereof  be  speclallj  declared,  and  stated  herein,  and  extra  freight  as  maj  be 
agreed  npon,  paid.  Any  partial  loss  or  damage  for  which  the  carrier  may  be 
Uable  Bball  be  adjnstefi  pro  rata  on  tbe  above  baals. 

Evidence  introduced  on  behalf  of  shippers  supports  this  change. 
It  was  shown  that  on  import  shipments  the  limitation  of  value  per 
package  is  quite  generally  £100,  in  accordance  with  the  Hague  rules, 
1921,  article  17,  section  4.  No  good  reason  appears  for  a  spread  of 
this  sort  in  the  limitation  of  the  value  per  package,  dependent  upon 
whether  the  shipment  19  exported  or  imported.  The  Shipping  Board, 
as  indicated  above,  favors  the  change,  while  the  independently  owned 
and  operated  American  steamship  lines  are  opposed  to  any  increase 
in  the  present  value  per  package. 


Add  a  new  paragraph  numbered  Z{b),  to  read: 

(b)  Olalms  for  lou,  damage  or  dday,  arast  be  made  In  writing  to  the  car- 
rier leoeivlug  the  goods  for  traniportatlaa  between  port  "A"  and  port  "  B  "  bo- 
fore  the  goods  are  removed  from  tbe  cnstody  of  snch  carrier,  union  under  all 
the  clrcnmatancea  such  limitation  of  time  for  making  claim  Is  nnreaaonable,  and. 
In  that  event,  such  claim  mast  be  made  within  a  reasonable  time.  In  case  of 
talinre  to  make  delivery  of  the  goods,  mtb  dabn  amst  be  made  within  a  reason- 
able time  after  the  goods  should  have  been  delivered.  Unless  clalmji  ore  so 
made  the  carrier  shaU  not  be  liaUa. 

Reasons :  There  is  no  notice-of-claim  clause  in  part  IT  of  the  ex- 
port bill  of  lading.    In  accordance  with  paragraph  14  the  notice-of- 
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claim  clauses  in  the  port,  bills  of  lading  would  be  iocorponted.   These 

proTisions  are  often  very  unreasonable.  It  seems  desirable,  therefore, 
to  insert  in  part  II  a  reasonable  notice-of-claim  clause. 

The  main  controversy  at  the  hearing,  and  ■  large  part  of  the  evi- 
dence, centered  about  this  proposal.  The  purpose  is  to  provide  soma 
uniform  provision  which  will  be  fair  to  the  shippers  and  at  the 
same  time  afford  ocean  carriers  adequate  protection  from  fraudulent 
claims.  Owing  to  the  fact  that  vessels  are  absent  a  great  part  of 
the  time  from  the  porta  at  which  they  have  delivered  goods,  and  to 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  large  turnover  in  the  personnel  of  ocean  car- 
riers, it  is  essential  that  they  be  afforded  an  early  opportimit^  for 
investigation  in  instances  where  it  is  alleged  that  shipments  have 
been  loet,  damaged,  or  delayed.  On  the  other  hand,  evidence  of  the 
shippers  and  others  shows  that  it  is  far  more  difficult  to  file  and 
prove  claims  in  connection  with  export  shipments  to  nonadjaceot 
foreign  countries  than  in  the  case  of  domestic  shipments  and  ship- 
ments to  adjacent  foreign  countries.  This  is  so  for  a  number  of 
reasons,  among  them  the  necessi^  for  correspond^ice,  and  the  ab- 
sence, in  the  case  of  shipments  to  nonadjacent  foreign  countries,  of 
any  provision  similar  to  the  Carmack-Cummins  amendment  to  the 
interstate  commerce  act,  section  20,  paragraph  (11),  under  which 
the  initial  carrier  is  made  liable  for  any  loss,  damage,  or  injury  caused 
by  it,  or  by  its  connections  with  right  to  reimbursement  from  its  con- 
nections in  case  the  lose,  damage,  or  injury  occurred  on  their  lines. 
It  was  shown  that  the  paragraph,  as  set  forth  above,  is  indefinite  and 
uncertain,  difficult  of  application,  and  affords  opportunity  for  dis- 
crimination and  abuse.  Much  difficulty  has  been  experienced  under 
somewhat  similar  provisions  in  the  past. 

It  was  recognized,  however,  that  a  provision  carrying  out  the 
intent  of  the  Shipping  Board  as  explained  at  the  hearing  would  be 
very  desirable.  Before  the  close  of  the  hearing,  and  as  a  result 
of  the  objections  and  suggestions  made,  the  parties,  except  the  inde- 
pendent American  lines,  agreed  upon  and  submitted  a  substitute  for 
the  clause  3  {b)  quoted  above,  which,  with  one  immaterial  change 
for  the  purpose  of  clarifying  the  clause,  is  as  follows : 

(6)  Notice  of  loea.  damags,  or  delaj  mnt  be  given  In  writing  to  the  car- 
rier lecelring  tb«  goods  for  transpoftatton  between  Port  A  and  Port  B  wittia 
80  days  after  tbe  removal  of  tbe  goods  frotn  tbe  custody  of  sach  canier,  or,  la 
case  of  fallare  to  make  delivery,  within  SO  days  after  tbe  goods  ahotdd  havs 
been  delivered,  prerldedi  tbat  If  snch  loss  or  dsniBge  Is  apparent  at  t&e  tlms 
of  the  removal  of  tbe  goods  from  the  custody  of  the  canin,  the  notice  of  lav, 
damage,  or  delay  must  be  given  before  tlie  goods  are  so  removed.  In  wfaldi  cats 
notation  of  the  loss  or  damage  made  on  the  receipt  given  to  tbe  carrier  for  tbe 
goods  Bliall  constitute  tbe  notice  herein  required.  Written  daim  must  be  fllcd 
with  snch  carrier  within  nine  months  after  giving  the  afoteeaid  written  notice 
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UnlMi  nidi  noUctt  Is  stven  and  claim  filed  a§  above  provided,  the  cftrrlar  ^aU 
not  be  liable.  No  milt  to  recorer  for  eucb  loss,  damage,  or  delay  shatl  be  main- 
tained nnlen  Instltnted  wltbin  one  year  after  the  slvlng  of  tbe  written  notice 
of  loflS,  damage,  or  ddar  above  provided  for. 

m. 

Add  a  new  paragraph  numbered  8  (o) ,  to  read : 

<o)  The  carrier  staall  not  be  entitled  to  tbe  benefit  of  any  Insarance  tbat 
laaj  have  been  effected  by  the  shipper  npon  the  goods  shipped  thereunder. 
Reasons :  Many  of  the  port  bills  of  lading  commonly  in  use,  the 

erovisions  of  which  are  incorporated  by  paragraph  14  of  the  export 
ill  of  lading,  contain  clauses  which  attempt  to  give  the  carrier 
the  benefit  of  insurance  effected  by  the  shipper.  It  is  generally  con- 
ceded both  by  shippers  and  carriers  that  such  clauses  are  unreason- 
able and  that  in  practice  they  rarely  accomplish  any  result.  They 
should  therefore  be  eliminated,  and  this  will  be  accomplished  by  the 
proposed  paragraph  3  (c). 

The  independent  American  lines  do  not  consent  to  this  change,  but 
no  serious  opposition  developed.  It  is  the  general  practice  of  ocean 
carriers  to  insert  provisions  in  their  port  bills  designed  to  give  them 
the  benefit  of  any  insurance  taken  out  by  shippers.  The  under* 
writers  strive,  in  turn,  to  so  word  their  policies  that  no  benefits  there- 
under will  accrue  to  the  carriers  and  have  been  fairly  successful  in 
defeating  carriers'  claims.  It  appears  that  at  present  the  ocean  car- 
riers are  using  a  new  clause,  as  yet  untested  in  the  courts.  We  deem 
it  preferable  to  obviate  such  controversies,  productive  as  they  are  of 
uncertainty  and  litigation,  by  adopting  the  proposed  amendment 


Substitute  the  following  paragraph  14  for  the  present  paragraph 
14  of  the  export  bill  of  lading: 

14.  The  property  covered  b;  this  bill  of  lading  Is  sobject  to  all  conditions 
exprened  fn  the  regnlar  fortn  of  port  bill  of  lading  In  nse  by  the  steamship 
nMopany  on  the  date  of  execution  of  tbls  document  and  on  file.  In  accordance 
with  tbe  rules  and  regulations  of  the  United  States  Shipping  Board  and/ot  ttaa 
Interstate  Commerra  Commission,  but  if  any  of  such  conditions  are  in  conflict 
with  comUtloDS  1-lS  of  part  II  of  this  bill  of  lading  the  latter  conditions  shall 
controL 

Reasons :  The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  make  it  certain  that 
the  provisions  of  the  port  bills  of  lading  covering  particular  tradee, 
routes,  commodities,  and  terminal  conditions  shall  be  incorporated. 
At  the  same  time  it  insures  that  the  conditions  found  in  part  II  of 
the  export  bill  of  lading  shall  always  be  controlling. 

Section  14  as  it  now  appears  in  the  bill  of  lading  was  recom- 
mended by  the  Shipping  Board  and  was  assented  to  by  the  repre- 
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sentatives  of  many  large  shippers  and  shippers'  associations.  Subse- 
quently it  was  feared  by  the  Shipping  Board  that  the  proviaon 
adopted  would  not  effectuate  the  real  intent.  Th«  provision  now  pro- 
posed is  intended  to  be  more  definite  and  certain  than  that  in  the 
bill.  The  views  of  those  present  at  the  hearing  differed  widely  as 
to  whether,  in  fact,  this  would  be  accomplished.  But  no  Gerious 
opposition  to  it  was  voiced  at  any  stage,  and  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  hearing  it  was  stated  by  representatives  of  the  shippers  that 
although  there  might  be  some  technical  objections  to  the  proposed 
change  it  was  not  desired  to  urge  them. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record,  and  for  the  purposes  of  this  pro- 
ceeding, we  approve,  as  reasonable  for  the  future,  the  rules  and 
regulations  recommended  by  the  Shipping  Board  in  its  communica- 
tion of  February  20, 1922,  except  that  relating  to  the  filing  of  claims. 
For  the  reasons  indicated  above,  we  approve,  as  reasonable  for  the 
future,  the  provision  regarding  notice  of,  filing,  and  suit  upon 
claims  bb  agreed  upon  by  the  parties,  including  representatives  of 
the  Shipping  Board,  other  than  the  independent  American  lines. 

These  lines  did  not  accept  any  of  the  recommendations  made  by 
the  Shipping  Board,  but  we  do  not  understand  that  they  seriously 
object  to  any  of  the  changes  except  the  increase  in  the  amount  of 
the  limitation  upon  the  value  per  package.  In  this  connection  it 
may  be  remarked  that  if  all  carriers  observe  the  same  conditions,  as- 
suming that  their  rates  of  carriage  are  fairly  adjusted  to  the  risk 
assumed,  it  is  obviously  a  matter  of  slight  consequence  to  them  what 
particular  limitation  per  package,  within  reason,  is  provided  in  the 
bill  of  lading.  That  $250  per  package  is  within  the  range  of  reason- 
ableness is  attested  by  the  general  use  of  the  Hague  rules,  which 
permit  a  valuation  approximately  twice  that  now  approved. 

The  situation  is  one  of  great  practical  impwrtanoe,  to  be  worked  out 
in  a  spirit  of  fairness  by  all.  This  spirit  dominated  the  recent  hear- 
ing and  is  reflected  in  the  satisfactory  results  secured.  If  operati<n 
under  the  revised  bill  develops  further  difficulties,  the  way  is  alvntys 
open  for  such  changes  as  may  be  shown  to  be  necessary  or  appro- 
priate. It  is  self-evident  that  shipper  and  carrier  are  mutually 
necessary  to  each  other  and  that  neither  can  profit  in  the  long  run 
by  unfair  treatment  of  the  other. 

For  the  reasons  indicated  in  the  announcement  of  February  34, 
mentioned  above,  and  confirmed  at  the  hearing,  our  order  herein 
will  be  made  effective  on  July  19,  1922,  thus  giving  the  parti«  an 
opportunity  to  make  necessary  preparations  for  the  printing  and 
distribution  of  the  amended  bills,  as  well  as  to  use  the  supply  of 
forms  of  the  bill  prescribed  by  ua  on  October  31, 1921,  which  become 
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«ffectiTe  on  March  16,  1922,  under  supplement  15  to  consolidated 
classification  No.  2,  now  on  file. 

The  Shipping  Board  has  approved  the  bill  of  lading  as  thus 
amended,  and  agrees  that,  for  the  reasons  above  stated,  the  amended 
bill  of  lading  should  not  be  put  into  effect  until  July  15,  1922.  The 
Shipping  Board  has  also  approved  the  bill  of  lading  prescribed  in 
our  order  of  October  31, 1921,  to  be  used  until  July  15, 1922. 
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No.  12066. 

CONSTRUCTION    AND    REPAIR    OF    RAILWAY 

EQUIPMENT. 

PENN8XXVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANT. 


Submitted  June  SO,  1921.    Decided  Man*  7,  lOU. 


Uarcb  10,  1920,  upon  the  resumption  of  corporate  control  mud  < 

PenneylTanla  Railroad  Company  awarded  to  tbe  Baldwin  Locomotive 
Works  a  contract  for  tbe  repair  of  200  locomotlTes,  while  malntalnlnf 
Btaopa  on  Its  own  Ibie  for  such  work.    Upon  investigation,  It  appears— 

1.  That  the  cost  to  reepondent  was  over  {8,000,000  in  ezceaa  of  the  cost  at 

which  the  work  might  have  been  done  la  Its  own  abopa,  and  Indaded 
expenditures  In  some  Instances  for  work  defectively  done  and  subse- 
quently replaced  at  further  cost. 

2.  That  respondent  could  have  done  the  work  In  Its  own  shope  within  a  rea- 

sonable time  by  an  appropriate  coordination  of  efTorta  and  reaaonable 
added  exertion. 

Francis  I.  Oowen  and  Henry  Wolf  BikU  for  PennsylvaDia  Rul- 
road  Company,  respondent. 

Frank  P.  Waleh  and  Richard  B.  Oregg  for  railway  employees 
department,  American  Federation  of  Labor,  and  affiliated  organiza- 
tions, interveners. 

Bepobt  of  the  Cokhission. 
Bt  the  Commission  : 

This  is  an  investigation,  instituted  upon  our  own  motion,  to  deter- 
mine whether,  as  has  been  charged,  common  carriers  by  railroad  sub- 
ject to  the  interstate  commerce  act  have  caused  and  are  causing 
certain  of  their  locomotives  and  other  equipment  to  be  constructed 
and  repaired  at  construction  or  repair  shops  other  than  their  own, 
and  have  purchased  and  are  purchasing  from  or  through  such  shops 
materiiU  and  supplies  used  in  such  construction  and  repair,  at  costs 
in  excess  of  those  for  similar  construction  and  repairs  in  their  own 
shops,  including  material  and  supplies  therefor,  in  disregard  of 
efficient  and  economical  management,  resulting  in  unreasonable  ex- 
penditures, and  otherwise  contrary  to  law,  A  hearing  has  been 
had  with  reference  to  repairs  to  locomotives  of  the  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Company,  hereinafter  spoken  of  as  respondent,  and  this 
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report  relates  only  to  that  matter.  The  term  reapondent  is  also 
used  to  dmote  the  PennsylTama  lines  during  federal  control. 

Federal  control  ended  at  midnig'ht  February  39,  1920,  and  the 
corporate  owners  thereupon  resumed  control  and  operation  of  their 
lines.  March  10,  1920,  respondent  entered  into  a  contract  with  the 
Baldwin  Locomotive  Works,  Philadelphia,  Pa,,  for  the  repair  by 
the  latter  of  300  locomotives  then  or  theretofore  in  service  on 
respondent's  lines;  and  that  contract  and  its  incidents  are  reviewed 
at  length  in  the  evidence.  Respondent  has  long  maintained,  at 
various  points  on  its  lines,  shops  for  the  repair  of  its  locomotives, 
and  the  questions  for  consideration  present  themselves  as  follows: 

(1)  The  justification  for  having  the  work  done  in  outside  shops; 

(2)  the  cost  of  the  repairs  so  made  as  compared  with  t^e  cost  had 
the  work  been  done  in  respondent's  shops;  and  (8)  the  providence 
or  improvidence  of  the  particular  contract  and  of  settlemMits  there- 
under. 

June  80,  1920,  in  response  to  our  circular  letter  of  inquiry, 
respondents  vice  president  in  charge  of  operation  submitted  the 
following  explanation  of  the  award  of  the  contract : 

In  KXAj  to  tbe  last  paragraph  of  yonr  letter,  would  sa;  that  on  March  1st, 
Inst,  all  Bvallabte  Hhop  gp&ce  on  the  Pennsylvania  Sjstem  was  filled  with 
locomotlrea  imdergoinK  repairs  and  066  locomotlvea  were  ont  of  servln 
ftwaltliiE  shop.  It  was  evident  aUu  that  our  fbclUtiBa  and  the  available  farce 
wonld  be  required  to  care  for  locomotives  In  service  on  Harch  lit,  but  whldi 
would  require  general  repairs  within  the  stx  sacceedlng  months.  In  order 
to  relieve  this  congestion  and  have  the  power  returned  to  service  as  soon  as 
possible,  a  contract  was  made  with  the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works  to  r^wlr 
200  of  our  heavy  type  frelgbt  locomotives. 

Prior  to  the  hearing,  and  pursuant  to  our  order  which  initiated 
the  proceeding,  one  of  our  locomotive  inspectors,  together  with 
one  of  our  examiners  of  accounts,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the' 
investigators,  made  a  preliminary  investigation,  in  the  course  of 
which  respondent's  shop  records  and  the  records  of  the  United 
States  Railroad  Administration  and  of  this  Conmiission  were  ex- 
amined, and  the  results  were  duly  introduced  in  evidence.  Some 
evidence  also  was  submitted  by  representatives  of  the  Bailroad 
Administration  and  by  the  interveners.  The  evidence  in  respondent's 
behalf  was  adduced  by  its  chief  of  motive  power. 

As  a  general  outline  of  the  situation,  respondent's  witness  submit- 
ted, in  substance,  the  following :  Early  in  March,  1920,  he  found  on 
the  system  a  shortage  of  locomotives  and  cars  to  meet  the  demands 
of  shippers,  and,  having  already  accepted  all  contracts  holding  over 
from  the  Railroad  Administration,  let  two  other  car  contracts  and 
the  locomotive  contract  in  question.    The  locomotives  in  and  awaifr- 
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ing  ahop  for  dftssified  xepura^  and  for  nmiuug  repairs  requiring 
24  houra  or  over  *  during  1920  are  exhibited  by  weeks  from  Januai; 
3  to  December  25.  For  the  wadt  ended  February  28,  practically  tlw 
end  of  federal  control,  340  locomotives  are  shown  as  then  receiving 
and  300  as  awaiting  dasaified  repairs,  and  383  then  under  and  86S 
awaiting  the  heavy  ninoing  repairs,  a  total  of  1,291.  It  may  ba 
obserred,  in  passing,  that  the  300  awaiting  dass  repairs  and  the  368 
awaiting  running  repairs  totaled  668  locomotives,  or  within  2  of  the 
666  reported  by  the  vice  president  in  charge  of  operati<Hi  as  await- 
ing repairs  March  1.  A  farther  exhibit,  by  months  during  1920 
and  the  first  quarter  of  1921,  shows,  as  of  February  28,  1920,  861 
locomotives  under  and  340  awaiting  class  repairs,  a  total  of  601,  or 
61  more  than  shown  for  that  date  on  the  exhibit  before  mentioned. 
The  later  exhibit  also  tabulates,  as  of  the  end  of  each  month  of  the 
period  covered,  the  estimated  furtlier  available  service  of  the  motive 
power  before  class  repairs  should  become  necessary.  As  of  Febru- 
ary 28,  1920,  it  shows  724  locomotives  good  for  1  month's  serv- 
ice, 399  for  2  months,  446  for  3  months,  and  so  forth,  up  to  13 
months  or  over.  For  the  first  5  months  of  1920  the  locomotives  sue* 
cessively  indicated  as  good  for  1  month's  additional  service  range 
from  75  to  224  in  excess  of  600,  stated  by  the  witness  in  that  con- 
nection to  approximate  the  normal  oapadt^  of  respondent's  shops. 

The  witness  testified  that  the  Baldwin  ocmtrai^  did  not  oonieoa- 
plate  any  reduction  in  respondent's  shop  output,  it  having  been  esti- 
mated that  the  full  capadty  of  those  shops  would  be  required  in 
addition.    It  might  be  inferred  from  bis  testimony  that  the  consid- 

>  SUndard  dBraiaeatioB  kdopted  b;  Dnited  BUta  Railroad  Admlniitratlon  for  dm  bj 
•II  earrlcra,  bccInalBS  Inaa  1,  1918,  for  repartlng  Kpoln  to  loromotlvca  mad«  at  tbeir 
ratloua  ahopa  and  roundhouaes,  as  fallow! : 

OlMi  1.  Kew  belter  m  new  back  tad;  Baea  atw  ot  rcaat;  Una  toned  or  new;  w^ 
aral  cepalri  to  macblBcrjr  and  tender. 

Claa*  S.  New  flreboi,  or  one  oc  more  aheU  eonnea,  or  loot  ibeet ;  fluea  new  or  react; 
Area  tamed  or  new ;  gmelvl  repatn  to  machlnerj  and  tender. 

Claaa  t.  nnea  all  new  or  nset  (aupcrheatar  Snea  ma;  be  excepted)  ;  nemaarj  repaira 
to  Breboi  and  boiler ;  tliee  tomtd  or  new ;  general  repaira  to  machlnarr  and  tender. 

Claaa  i.  Floa*  part  «r  tnU  aet ;  light  rcvalra  ta  boiler  or  flraboi ;  tliea  tonod  or  bcw : 
■aceaaarr  repaira  to  machlnerj  and  taader. 

Claaa  S.  Tlrea  turned  or  new ;  neeeiaarr  rcpaln  to  boiler,  maehlner;,  and  tender, 
fadadlng  one  «r  mote  pain  ot  drl*lBg-wbael  bearing*  refltted. 

Oeneral  repaira  to  macAilnerj  will  Indnde  drlTlng  wheels  remoTed,  tlrea  tnmed  or 
cbanged,  Jonrnala  turned,  if  neecaakr;,  and  aU  driving  bona  and  rodi  oreibaaled  anl 
kearlnga  refltted  and  otbet  rapaln  •aceaaarr  for  a  fidl  term  ot  aerrlee. 

t«comotiTea  raeetirlnf  claaa  1,  S,  or  S  repaira  to  b«  pat  In  condition  to  perform  a  toU 
term  of  aerrlee  In  the  dlatrlct  and  claaa  of  aervlM  In  wlilch  the;  are  oaed ;  claaa^  r*paln 
l»  raaCaie  riot  leaa  tbu  eita-Iialt  tf  aocb  aarrlca ;  daaa-B  v^atrit  not  leaa  than  an»4oiirlk 
e(  ancli  aerrlee. 

(Each  ot  aboTe  daasea  uaj  Indnde,  In  addldon,  Initial  application  of  atoker.  aapet- 
beater,  or  ovtalda  TalTs  gear,  aad  ogaTarelaai  fron  eomponhd  to  almple  looenotin  ai 
from  one  type  to  another.) 

'  RnnDlDg  npatri  nndaastllad ;  divided  Into  thoae  nqniring  U  honra  or  orar  and  tkeae 
reialring  leaa;  comwonl^  rafened  to.  aa  bear)'  and  ll^t,  teapaetlTBlT.  SanaUr  aaA 
repair*  are  made  In  tka  lanadbODaaa  mat  br  othara  than  tba  abop  foroea. 
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•ntloii  which  immediately  led  to  the  contrRCt  was  that,  according  to 
his  fijfures  ai  of  the  end  of  federal  control,  261  locomotivea  were  then 
undergoing  class  repairs,  840  were  awaiting  such  repairs,  and  724 
were  due  for  them  a  month  later,  with  an  accompanying  pressure  for 
motive  power  to  handle  the  volume  of  traffic  His  inEostence  that  the 
repairs  could  not  have  been  made  without  increamng  respondent's 
shop  facilities  was  amplified  by  the  statement  that  most  of  the  shops 
were  working  double  shifts  and  that  the  **  controlling  machines  were 
up  to  their  capacity,  in  three  tricks  in  most  cases.** 

The  contract  was  on  a  cost-plus  basis,  that  is,  the  cost  of  materials, 
at  stipulated  prices,  and  of  direct  labor,  plus  90  per  cent  of  the  dis- 
tributed labor  cost  to  cover  all  overhead  expense,  plus  15  per  cent  of 
the  whole  for  profit.  All  scrap  material  resulting  from  the  work  was 
to  become  the  property  of  the  Baldwin  plant,  and  respondent  was  to 
bear  all  freight  charges  on  materials  and  on  the  completed  locomo- 
tives. Deliveries  to  respondent  were  to  be  made  within  three  to  four 
months  after  receipt  of  the  first  locomotive  at  the  Baldwin  plant, 
barring  certain  contingencies;  and  in  fact  commenced  in  April  and 
ended  in  September. 

The  aggregate  cost  of  the  repairs  under  the  contract,  upon  final 
audit,  is  stated  by  the  witness  to  have  been  $1,496,820.  This  figure, 
however,  does  not  include  the  cost  of  inspection  in  that  connection, 
represented  by  a  force  of  32  inspectors  kept  by  respondent  at  th« 
Baldwin  shops  for  that  purpose  daring  the  contract  period  and  whoae 
maintenance  was  chargeable  wholly  to  the  repair  work.  Taking  typea 
of  locomotives  so  repaired,  the  contrasted  cost  per  H-9-8  (freight) 
locomotive  for  class-3  repairs  in  respondent's  Altoona,  Fa.,  shops 
is  given  as  $9,463,  as  against  $26,799  for  each  of  18  repaired  by  Bald- 
win.  For  like  repairs  per  Lr-l-s,  a  somewhat  heavier  type  of  locomo- 
tive, the  cost  at  Altoona  is  given  as  $9,989,  as  against  $21,692  for  each 
of  16  at  Baldwin's.  The  figures  for  Altoona,  however,  include  allo- 
cations to  overhead  on  the  Baldwin  basis  as  far  as  respondent  has 
corresponding  items;  on  respondent's  own  basis  of  accounting,  in- 
cluding items  directly  entering  into  the  work,  the  respective  costs 
are  shown  as  $S,462  and  $8,892.  Even  at  the  higher  figures,  the  ex- 
hibited excess  costs,  exclusive  of  the  supervision,  approximate  $16,000 
and  $11,000,  respectively,  per  locomotive. 

Briefly,  respondent  bases  the  claimed  necessity  for  invoking  the  aid 
of  the  Baldwin  plant  upon  the  condition  of  its  motive  power  at  the 
end  of  federal  control,  the  inadequate  capacity  of  its  own  shops  for 
m airing  the  requisite  class  repairs,  and  the  then  existing  and  prospec- 
tively increasing  volume  of  traffic.  Of  the  array  of  figures  and  other 
data  introduced  by  the  several  witnesses,  apart  from  some  irrecon- 
oilable  conflicts  in  the  evidence,  much  is  without  probative  value  in 
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respect  of  the  real  questions.  The  only  practicable  maanB  of  deter- 
mining the  issues  seem  to  lie  in  comparisons  of  conditions,  perform- 
ances, and  results,  using  such  factors  as  the  record  affords;  and  aa 
but  portions  of  the  available  material  go  back  of  the  period  of  fed- 
eral control,  the  years  1919  and  1980  will  be  taken  for  the  purpose. 

At  the  outset  the  matter  of  ascertaining  whether  the  200  locomo- 
tives  could  have  been  repaired  in  respondent's  own  shops,  giving 
consideration  to  conditions  which  obtained  at  the  date  of  the  Baldwin 
contract,  is  complicated  by  respondent's  widely  varying  statement! 
of  the  capacities  of  its  shops  for  class  repairs  and  l^  the  testimony 
of  its  witness  that  those  indicated  capacities  depend  materially  upon 
the  heavy  running  repairs  the  shops  are  called  upon  to  make.  While 
testifying  that  such  running  repairs  are  more  or  less  frequently  made 
in  the  shops,  and  that  in  some  degree  class  repairs  are  made  in  the 
roundhouses,  he  could  give  no  estimate  of  the  extent  of  these  inter- 
changes. 

For  August,  1918,  respondent  reported  to  ns  a  montlily  capadty 
aggregating  627  class  repairs  in  38  shops.  A  like  report  was  ma^ 
about  the  same  time  to  the  Railroad  Administration;  and  in  the  same 
year  an  aggregate  rated  monthly  output  of  661  class  repairs  was 
reported,  the  latt«r  report  omitting  the  shop  at  Toledo,  Ohio,  in- 
cluded in  the  former  as  good  for  six  class  repairs  monthly,  and  re- 
ducing the  estimated  capacities  of  others  of  the  indicated  shops.  As 
of  January,  1921,  respondent  reported  to  us  an  aggregate  monthly 
capacity  ^r  580  class  repairs  in  28  shops.  The  list  includes  the 
Juniata  shop,  near  Altoona,  with  a  rated  output  of  30  class  repairs, 
originally  built  for  construction  work  and  subsequently,  apparently 
some  weeks  or  months  after  federal  control,  used  for  repair  woric; 
but  the  list  omits  15  shops  which  aggregated  259  class  repairs  daring 
the  first  nine  months  of  1920,  an  average  of  nearly  29  per  mtHith. 
In  July,  1918,  respondent's  witness,  then  a  Railroad  Administration 
official,  reported  to  the  regional  director  that  13  shops  on  the  lines 
east  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  under  the  witness*  supervimon,  were  capable 
of  a  monthly  output  of  800  class  repairs.  Finally,  a  circular  letter 
from  the  witness,  as  chief  of  motive  power,  to  general  saperintui- 
dents  of  motive  power,  March  3,  1920,  one  week  before  the  Baldwin 
contract  was  signed,  specified  by  company  shops  tba  monthly  outpat 
of  class  repairs  which  it  was  desired  to  maintain  as  the  minimum, 
with  a  stated  total  of  fi25.  The  proposed  output  was  based  upon  an 
estimate  of  317  for  the  lines  east  and  206  for  the  lines  west,  in  a  total 
of  31  shops. 

If  the  several  estimated  capacities  were  contingent  upon  freedom 
from  interference  by  heavy  running  repairs,  and  such  repain  wen 
and  are  commonly  made  in  the  shops,  tise  reports  were  more  or  lev 
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misleading;  but  that  this  contingency  need  not  affect  the  proposed 
output  of  525  class  repairs  per  month  is  evidenced  by  the  following 
extract  from  the  witness'  testimony : 

I  think  that  you  can  expect  tbU  output  of  52G  every  time  you  push,  and  yoa 
can  take  care  of  the  rnnnlDK  work,  Juat  as  I  Indicated  In  that  estimate  of 
Hr.  Markham's  [regional  director]  of  800,  to  which  if  you  add  the  lines  wMt 
eatlmat«    •     *    •    yon  get  very  dose  to  the  flgure  I  am  Klvlng  you  now. 

Conceming  the  condition  of  motive  power  and  the  outlook  for  its 
nbabilitaCicHi  at  tlje  end  of  federal  control,  respondent  streses  the 
then  estimate  of  724  locomotives  to  fall  due  for  class  repairs  in  one 
month's  time,  together  with  a  total  of  601  locomotives  then  in  and 
awaiting  shop  for  such  repairs  according  to  one  of  its  exhibits  and 
540  according  to  another.  The  first  exhibit  also  shows  670  locomo- 
tives estimated,  as  of  the  last  day  of  the  preceding  month,  January, 
to  be  due  for  class  repairs  after  a  month's  further  service,  together 
with  a  total  of  463  then  in  and  awaiting  shop  according  to  the  same 
exhibit  and  a  total  of  413  according  to  the  other.  It  was  admitted 
that  such  estimates  necessarily  are  uncertain,  and  it  appears  that  of 
the  724  particular  locomotives  referred  to  but  253,  and  a  total  of  but 
479  from  all  sources,  were  taken  out  of  service  by  the  end  of  the  en- 
suing-month. Indeed,  during  the  months  of  February  to  June,  1920, 
inclusive,  an  average  of  but  490  locomotives  was  taken  out  of  service 
for  class  repairs,  including  the  200  sent  to  the  Baldwin  plant.  View- 
ing the  situation  from  another  angle,  as  of  the  end  of  February,  1920, 
die  estimate  also  included  the  locomotives  expected  to  fall  due  by  sue- 
cessive  monthly  periods  up  to  12  or  over;  and,  taking  the  figures 
shown  -btr  the  finit  six  months,  the  average  would  have  been  a  fraction 
in  excess  of  K86,  asstiming  the  estimates  to  have  been  dependable. 

The  investigators'  figures,  taken  from  the  sources  hereinbefore  men- 
tioned, show,  as  of  February  28,  1920,  247  locomotives  in  shop  and 
464  awaiting  shop  for  classified  repairs,  a  total  of  711;  698  in  shop 
and  799  awaiting  shop  for  all  repairs,  including  class,  requiring  24 
hours  or  over,  a  total  of  1,397.  Respondent  shows,  as  of  the  same  date, 
a  total  of  1,291  in  and  awaiting  shop  for  all  repairs  requiring  24  hours 
or  over.  The  latter  total  includes  the  540  in  and  awaiting  shop  for 
class  repairs  before  mentioned,  but  if  the  601  shown  by  respondent's 
other  exhibit  were  used  the  total  for  all  repairs  would  be  1,852.  In 
any  event,  as  of  the  corresponding  date  in  1919  there  were  785  loco- 
motives in  and  awaiting  shop  for  class  repairs,  embraced  in  a  total  of 
1,890  for  all  repairs  requiring  24  hours  or  over.  As  far  as  these  fac- 
tors are  concerned,  therefore,  the  situation  as  to  class  repairs  was 
materially  better  at  the  end  of  federal  control,  whichever  of  the  above 
figures  be  used,  than  at  the  corresponding  time  in  1919 ;  and  with  this 
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preponderatiiig  advantage  in  tbs  clan  repairs,  the  1920  aitnattoD  as 
to  a31  repairs  was  much  more  favorable  regardless  of  the  compariscoi 
employed.  Aa  will  appear,  respondent's  shops  were  readily  equal  to 
the  1919  demands. 

Respondent  cites  a  decline  in  the  output  of  its  shops  during  the 
first  two  months  of  1920,  the  last  months  of  federal  contrcd ;  altiioo^ 
its  witness  testified  that  this  was  a  seasonal  situation  usual  at  the  end 
of  the  winter  months  and  because  heavy  running  repairs  are  ^ven 
precedence  in  order  to  restore  the  greatest  number  of  locomotives  to 
serviceable  condition.  This  explanation  is  borne  out  b;  tiie  follow- 
ing tabulation  of  monthly  output  of  class  repairs  at  respondent's 
shops  during  1919  and  1920  taken  fnHU  the  indicated  exhibits, 
corrected: 
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While  respondent's  figures  are  uniformly  the  lower  of  the  two  sets, 
both  are  referred  to  in  its  brief  and  both  show  an  improvement  in 
1920.  If  respondent's  figures  were  to  be  accepted  as  accurate,  tiie 
average  output  fell  42  below  the  desired  minimiun  of  525,  obtainable 
by  pushing,  and  the  attainment  of  that  nt}niTi;inni  would  have  taken 
care  of  the  200  locomotives  within  five  months,  well  within  the  time 
consumed  by  the  Baldwin  plant.  Using  the  investigators'  fibres, 
about  seven  months  would  have  sufficed.  These  couclusioDS,  how- 
ever, embrace  the  months  of  January  and  February.  Commencing 
with  March  and  taking  such  of  the  months  only  as  fell  below  526,  the 
200  additional  locomotives  could  have  been  repaired  by  the  end  of 
December,  according  to  the  investigators'  figures,  and  by  the  end  of 
November,  according  to  respondent's.  This  also  assumes  525  to  have 
been  the  maximum  potential  monthly  output,  notwithstanding  the 
better  performances  in  May,  June,  July,  and  August  according  to 
respondent's  figures — disregarding  those  of  the  investigators — during 
a  period  when  the  monthly  output  of  unclassified  repairs  exceeded 
the  monthly  average  for  the  year,  as  next  hereinafter  shown. 

Adverting  to  the  matter  of  the  contract,  respondent's  witness  testi- 
fied that  by  obtaining  relief  on  class  repairs  he  could  "  throw  the  lino 
all  on  to  the  unclassified  and  get  rid  of  it,"  and  that  relief  was  necu- 
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aaty,  not  only  as  to  cUssifi«d  repaira,  but  as  to  unclassified  repairs  in 
1920  over  1919.  The  following  table  shows  respondent's  monthly 
output  of  all  repairs,  including  class,  requiring  24  hours  or  over  in 
1919  and  1920,  as  reported  to  the  Bailroad  Administration : 
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The  foregoing  discloses  that,  as  against  respondent's  increased  out- 
put of  olass  repairs  in  1920  over  1919 — 6  per  cent,  according  to  its 
own  figures — the  1920  output  of  all  repairs  requiring  24  hours  or 
over  fell  38.6  per  cent  below  the  1919  output.  In  other  words,  not- 
withstanding the  relief  obtained  through  the  Baldwin  contract  and 
the  stated  necessity  for  bringing  up  the  unclassified  repairs,  the 
latter  slumped  badly  in  1920  as  compared  with  1919 ;  and  this  slump 
would  seem  to  negative  any  conclusion  that  there  was  as  much  inter- 
ference with  class  repair  work  in  1920  as  in  1919. 

In  this  connection,  the  record  discloses  that  about  July,  1919,  the 
Bailroad  Administration  took  up  with  respondent's  witness  and  other 
local  representatives  the  matter  of  the  defective  condition  of  motive 
power  and  cars  on  the  system,  as  the  result  of  which  the  percentage 
of  locomotives  out  of  service  was  reduced,  by  September,  from  about 
22  and  a  fraction  to  about  12  and  a  fraction,  the  reduction  with  refer* 
ence  to  class  repairs  having  been  from  8  and  a  fraction  to  6  and  a 
fraction  per  cent.  Thereafter  through  the  year  the  number  out 
of  service  rose  and  fell,  but  the  year  ended  with  a  much  better  show- 
ing than  at  the  time  of  the  conference;  better,  in  fact,  than  at  the 
end  of  1920.  A  slight  amount  of  repair  work  was  done  outside  re- 
spondent's shops  in  1919,  represented  by  0.16  per  cent  of  the  total 
expenditures  for  locomotive  repairs,  as  compared  with  4.6  per  cent 
in  1920.  During  federal  control  there  was  no  decrease  in  respond- 
ent's shop  facilities,  but  rather  some  increase,  even  if  small. 

Respondent  rightly  contends  that  the  expediency  of  the  Baldwin 
contract  must  be  considered  in  the  light  of  the  contemporaneous 
and  prospective  volume  of  traffic,  which,  according  to  the  event,  is 
shown  in  loaded  freight  car-miles  and  in  locomotive-miles  operated. 
The  latter  is  relied  upon  by  respondent,  the  following  table  of  loco- 
motive mileage  exhibited  by  it  contrasting  the  1919  and  1920  per- 
formances by  months: 
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It  will  be  observed  that  in  each  month  of  1920,  save  April,  when 
the  so-called  outlaw  strike  occurred,  the  locomotive  mileage  exceeded 
that  for  the  corresponding  1919  period;  and,  perhaps  curiously,  sub- 
stantially the  same  rate  of  increase  appears  in  November  and  Decem- 
ber, 1920,  after  the  business  depression  had  manifested  itself.  The 
mileage  for  the  entire  year  1920  was  7.4  per  cent  greater  than  for 

1919.  Among  other  details,  the  tabulation  discloses  an  8  per  cent 
decrease  in  February,  1920,  as  compared  with  the  preceding  month, 
and  a  more  pronounced  corresponding  decrease  in  1919.    January, 

1920,  increased  1.2  per  cent  over  January,  1919,  while  for  the  months 
of  February  the  1920  increase  over  1919  was  14.9  per  cent.  Not  so 
separated,  and  looking  at  the  figures  as  indicating  the  comparative 
traffic  trend  from  the  beginning  of  the  year  up  to  the  time  of  the 
contract,  the  mileage  for  the  first  two  months  of  1920  showed  an 
increase  of  7.1  per  cent  over  the  corresponding  period  of  1919,  w 
slightly  less  than  the  percentage  increase  for  the  full  year. 

The  traffic  situation  also  is  illustrated  by  an  exhibit  showing  the 
loaded  freight-car  mileage  from  September,  1913,  to  March,  1921, 
inclusive,  submitted  by  respondent  at  the  request  of  the  interveners 
and  according  to  which  the  first  two  months  of  1920  exceeded  tiw 
corresponding  1919  period  by  7  per  cent. 

In  turn,  the  foregoing  performances  should  be  considered  in  the 
light  of  other  and  related  factors,  more  especially  motive  power 
availability.  The  relationship  may  first  be  tested  by  the  indicated 
available  locomotive  service  months,  although  based  upon  evidenUy 
more  or  less  inaccurate  estimates,  upon  the  assumption  that  one 
period's  errors  may  approximate  another's.  At  the  end  of  Janu> 
ary,  1919,  the  available  service  months  were  43,990  and  were  48,793 
at  the  corresponding  time  in  1920,  an  increase  of  10.9  per  cent.  At 
the  end  of  February,  1919,  they  were  42,604,  and  at  the  corre- 
sponding time  in  1920  were  46^66,  an  increase  of  8.6  per  cent 
While  the  estimates  for  successive  months  naturally  are  not  cumu- 
lative, the  average  of  the  percentage  increases  in  the  first  two  months 
of  the  respective  years  was  9.75,  or  somewhat  greater  than  the 
percentage  increase  in  the  locomotive  mileage  for  same  periods. 
There  was  a  decline  in  the  percentage  rate  of  increase  in  February  aa 
against  January,  but,  as  expressed  in  percentages  of  increase,  the 
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showisg  for  the  aTailable  wrrice  mootha  still  was  better  than  that 
for  the  locomotiTe-milea  operated. 

A  further  indication  of  what  might  have  been  accomplished  may 
be  found  in  the  fact  that  at  the  end  of  March,  1919,  t^e  availabU 
serrice  months  were  42,109,  the  lowest  shown  in  1919  or  1920,  and 
by  about  the  end  of  August,  1919,  were  brought  up  to  52,478,  an 
increase  of  24.5  per  cent,  during  which  period  the  locomotive-miles 
operated  increased  8.3  per  cent,  the  maximum  mileage  attained  ap- 
proximating the  average  mileage  for  the  years  1919  and  1920  com- 
bined. 

Again,  as  against  711  locomotives  in  and  awaiting  shop  for  class 
repairs,  and  a  total  of  1,397  in  and  awaiting  shop  for  all  repairs 
requiring  24  hours  or  over,  at  the  end  of  federal  control — the  higheat 
of  the  figures  shown  of  record — there  were  785  locomotives  in  and 
awaiting  shop  for  class  repairs  and  a  total  of  1,390  so  due  for  all 
repairs  at  the  corresponding  time  the  previous  year;  and  the  1919 
situation  was  relieved  in  the  company  shops  in  a  few  months,  with 
a  concurrent  rising  tide  of  traflic.  Otherwise  stated,  as  against  about 
18  per  cent  of  the  motive  power  out  of  service  at  the  end  of  federal 
control,  with  an  upward  trend  of  traffic — admittedly  reaching  the 
danger  point — something  like  22  per  cent  of  power  out  of  service 
in  1919  was  reduced  to  about  12  per  cent  by  icspondent'a  facilities, 
with  an  accompanying  traffic  increase. 

A  further  contention  is  that  the  invocation  of  outsdde  aid  was 
justified  by  the  event,  in  which  connection  respondent  cites  its  in- 
ability to  furnish  cars  during  the  summer  of  1920  and  to  illustrate 
which  it  exhibits  the  cars  requisitioned  and  furnished  and  the  lay- 
over of  cars  in  yards  for  the  last  10  months  of  the  year.  But  noth- 
ing is  offered  to  attribute  the  situation  to  motive-power  conditions, 
without  regard  for  the  many  other  matters  that  might  affect  that 
situation,  such  as  the  "  outlaw  strike  "  which  aided  in  bringing  the 
April  lay-over  up  to  91.9  per  cent,  the  highest  shown.  The  lay-over 
for  March  approximated  that  for  the  entire  year;  and,  whereas  it 
was  stated  that  "anything  over  50  per  cent  represents  abnormal 
condition,"  it  is  of  interest  that  from  July  to  December,  inclusive, 
the  lay-over  exceeded  that  percentage  and  that  during  each  of  those 
months  respondent  made  reductions  in  its  shop  and  roundhonss 
forces,  in  all  a  very  considerable  number.  At  the  same  time,  fully 
conceding  the, necessity  for  maintaining  the  motive  power  then  and 
at  all  times,  Ae  real  question  is,  whether  respondent  could  have  done 
the  repair  work  in  its  own  shops. 

It  is  not  questioned  that  the  cost  of  the  contract  work  exceeded  tbat 
for  which  the  work  could  have  been  done  in  re^randent's  shops,  as- 
smning  the  adequate  capacity  of  the  latter.    The  investigatora  cota.- 
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pate  the  excess  coet,  including  the  pay  of  the  32  inspectora,  deducting 
additions  and  betterments  made  at  the  Baldwin  plant,  and  making 
certain  othn  appropriate  adjustments,  including  an  allowance  for 
oyerhead  expense,  to  have  been  $3473^82.38,  a  little  less  than  the  total 
indicated  b;  respondent's  figures.  Bespondent  secured  no  other  bids 
for  the  work,  and  the  possibility  of  obtaining  the  repairs  at  other 
contract  shops  at  a  lower  cost  can  not  be  determined. 

Respondent's  records  indicated  that,  of  the  200  locomotiveB  in 
question,  5  feceived  class-2  repairs,  1S3  received  cIas-3  repairs,  S  re- 
ceived cIa88-4  repairs,  and  39  received  class-5  repairs.  A  check  of 
the  repairs  actually  made,  however,  disclosed  that  44  locomotives 
shown  as  having  had  cIass-3  repairs  in  fact  received  c1b8s-4  or  clas8-5 
repairs,  although  this  does  not  mean  that  respondent  paid  class-3 
prices  therefor.  The  check  also  indicated  that  the  Baldwin  repairs 
and  those  currently  made  in  respondent's  shops  were  comparable  in 
character. 

To  a  criticism  that  respondent  paid  twice  for  some  of  the  repair 
work  defectively  done  in  the  Baldwin  shops  in  the  first  instance  and 
there  replaced  or  corrected,  respondent  answers  on  brief  that  the  pay. 
ments  were  in  stnct  conformity  with  the  contract,  and  adds  the  com- 
ment that  it  would  be  interesting  to  know  if  the  representatives  of  the 
Commission  think  that  in  like  circumstances  the  railroad  should 
make  a  deduction  from  the  wages  of  its  employees.  The  ctHument  is 
wholly  beside  the  question,  especially  as  the  payments  to  Baldwin 
were  not  in  fact  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  contract.  That 
instrument  provided,  as  before  stated,  for  Hie  addition  of  90  per  cent 
of  distributed  labor  to  cover  all  overhead  expenses,  including  "  rentals, 
•    •    •    errors  or  defects,"  etc. 

Weighing  one  thing  with  another,  the  record  indicates  to  us  that 
at  best  respondent  was  precipitate  in  resorting  to  outside  shops,  at  an 
added  expense  of  more  than  $3,000,000,  almost  immediately  upon  its 
resumption  of  its  property.  It  is  obvious  that  every  consideration  of 
good  management  dictated  the  restoratitm  of  the  locomotivca,  with 
earning  capacities  ranging  upward  of  $IS,000  to  $17,000  monthly,  to 
a  serviceable  condition  without  undue  delay,  but  the  same  ooiudden- 
tions  also  dictated  the  accomplishment  of  that  end  withont  unneces- 
sary expenditures.  Upon  a  careful  review  of  the  record  we  conclnde 
that  a  more  thorough  survey  of  respondent's  facilities  in  the  li^t  of 
past  demands  and  performances  would  have  disclosed  a  capacity  to 
do  the  work  itself  within  a  reasonable  time  by  an  appropriate  coordi- 
nation of  efforts  and  by  such  added  exertions  as  reeved  the  mtuation 
in  the  preceding  year.  The  interveners'  imputation  to  respondent  of 
■a  ulterior  or  dishoneBt  ntotive  has  no  support  in  the  record. 
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McChord,  Chairmainj  concurring: 

I  deem  it  muiecesBary  to  add  uiything  to  the  report  of  the  ma- 
jority on  the  merits,  but  desire  to  correct  any  possible  misappi-ehen- 
fiion  which  may  result  from  the  dissenting  interpretations  of  that 
report  The  majority  distinctly  recognize,  as  indicated  in  the  report, 
that  the  award  of  the  contract  is  to  be  considered  in  the  light  of  the 
contemporaneous  circumstances,  and  the  conclusion  reached  la  la 
no  sense  or  degree  based  upon  subsequent  deyelopments.  That  con- 
clusion is,  of  course,  predicated  upon  the  facts  disclosed  by  the 
record,  is  is  .usual  and  necessary  in  proceedings  pending  before  ua. 
The  necessity  for  the  contract,  at  admittedly  and  seriously  increased 
costs  for  the  work  performed,  ia  considered  by  contrasting  the 
motiTO-power  demands  that  faced  respondent  upon  the  resumption 
of  private  control  with  the  like  demands  in  1919  and  the  accomplish- 
ments in  rehabilitation  of  the  power  in  that  year  as  affording  the 
best  criterion  of  what  might  reasonably  have  been  expected  in  re- 
spondent's own  shops  to  meet  the  praspectiye  requirements  with  the 
advant  of  private  control.  In  the  survey  of  the  situation  the  ma- 
jority report  also  takes  due  account  of  the  respectively  available 
power  and  of  the  contemporaneously  increasing  traffic.  As  pointed 
out  in  detail,  with  on  even  greater  burden  of  class  repair  work 
impending  on  March  1,  1919,  and  a  concurrently  mounting  volume 
of  traffic,  respondent  met  the  demands  in  its  own  shops  and  within 
a  brief  period  during  that  year  brought  its  bad-order  power  within 
safe  limits.  In  this  connection  it  may  be  observed  that,  as  shown 
by  the  tabulation  of  all  repairs  made  in  1919  and  1920,  the  decline 
in  total  repairs,  classified  and  unclassified,  continued  steadily  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the  year  1919,  and  in  1920  there  was  the 
same  general  decline  in  output  of  all  repairs  from  the  beginning  to 
the  end  of  that  year.  In  otiier  words,  the  decline  in  the  output  of 
qnclasaified  repairs  was  not  confined  to  the  relatively  brief  period 
in  1919  when  special  attention  was  given  to  class  repairs. 

As  I  have  stated,  the  conclusion  of  the  majority  is  not  based  upon 
developments  in  1920  after  the  contract  had  been  made.  Figures 
were  submitted  by  respondent  designed  to  show  that  the  events  of 
the  year  19S0  justified  the  contract  Similarly,  other  figures  are 
set  forth  in  the  majority  report  to  show,  first  of  all,  that  the  decline 
in  the  output  of  class  repairs  in  respondent's  shops  in  the  opening 
months  of  1920,  particularly  February,  just  preceding  the  award 
of  the  contract,  was  a  seasonal  occurrence,  due  to  the  fact,  as  ex- 
plained by  the  chief  of  motive  power,  tiiat  running  repairs  are  given 
preoedcDoe  in  order  to  restore  to  service  the  greatest  numE>eT  of  loco- 
motives at  tite  end  of  the  winter  season.  The  figures  are  further 
employed  to  show  that,  while  the  system  shops  did  better  in  1920 
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than  in  1919  in  the  matter  of  class  repairs,  the  19S0  output  of  un- 
classified repairs  fell  seriously  below  that  of  1919,  as  did  the  aggre- 
gate of  all  repairs — and  this  notwithstanding  the  testimony  of  the 
chief  of  motive  power  that  by  obtaining  help  on  classified  repairs 
the  line  could  be  devoted  more  effectually  to  the  accumulated  un- 
classified repairs.  The  discussion  of  matters  extending  beyond  the 
dat«  of  the  contract  is  only  toward  confinnation  of  the  outlook  when 
the  contract  was  let.  Respondent  disclaims  any  questirai  of  efficiency 
in  its  own  shops  as  entering  into  the  award  of  the  contract,  and  it 
therefore  appears  that  its  own  shops  were  at  least  potentially  equal 
in  1920  to  their  1919  performance. 

The  record  denotes  that  the  contract,  made  almost  immediately 
upon  the  resumption  of  private  control,  was  entered  upon  withoai 
that  precautionary  survey  of  respondrnt's  own  facilitiee  and  equip- 
ment and  of  their  capacity  which  mere  good  judgment  and  a  fit 
sense  of  obligation  should  have  dictated.  This  is  regrettably  empha- 
sized by  the  ehowing  that  the  invocation  of  outside  assistance  was  not 
concurrently  backed  by  appropriate  efforts  in  respondent's  own 
shops. 

The  investigation  itself  was  entered  upon  by  unanimous  vote  of 
the  Conunisfflon,  and  I  think  it  rather  late  in  the  day  now  to  question 
that  action.  Indeed,  by  the  interstate  commerce  act  itself  we  ar« 
expressly  authorized  to  inquire  into  the  management  .of  the  business 
of  all  common  carriers  subject  to  the  act,  and  directed  to  keep  our- 
selves informed  as  to  the  manner  and  method  in  which  the  same  is 
conducted,  and  empowered  to  obtain  from  the  carriers  fuU  and  com- 
plete information  necessary  to  enable  us  to  perform  the  dnties  and 
carry  out  the  objects  for  which  this  Commission  was  created.  The 
authority  to  inquire  is  not  limited  to  specific  matters.  Improvident 
operating  costs  are  always  of  concern  to  us,  and  to  the  public  vhich 
ultimately  pays  the  bills,  as  in  the  end  they  have  a  very  material 
bearing  upon  the  carriers'  revenue  needs,  which  most  be  met  by  in- 
creased rates,  security  issues,  or' loans  from  the  general  railroad  con- 
tingent fund.  For  a  number  of  years  the  carriers  of  the  conntry 
have  repeatedly  and  sharply  brought  to  our  attention  the  matter  of 
high  operating  costs  as  entitling  them  to  increased  rates  or  other 
relief,  and  I  do  not  understand  that  we  exceed  oar  charter  when  at 
any  time  we  undertake  to  ascertain  if  money  in  large  amounts  has 
been,  or  is  being,  needlessly  ezpendedt  Moreover,  the  act  also  ex- 
pressly  provides: 

That  In  t&e  exen^K  of  Ita  power  to  preacrlbe  Jnvt  and  reasonabla  ratea  the 
Commlaston  Bhall  Initiate,  modl^,  cstatdlah  or  adjust  ancli  rataa  ao  tliat  tbe 
carrleis  *  .*  *  wlU,  nnder  boneat,  effldwit  and  economical  niinainiiint 
and  reaaonabl*  expenditure  fOr  malatenance  of  wa7<  fltruclurea  and  eqnlpmeot, 
«ani  an  AOtegtte  aniinal  net  rallwar  oparatiog  i&coma  eQual  aa  neaitr  aa  mar 
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be  to  ■  ttir  letnm  vpaa  tbe  aggregate  value  of  tba  raOway  property  of  taHH 
ortlar  held  for  and  used  la  tbe  aeirice  of  transportatiQii  *  *  *.  In  making 
sucb  determination  it  shall  give  due  conslderatloD,  among  other  things,  to  tlw 
tnuuportatlon  needs  of  the  conntry  and  the  necessity  (under  honest,  efficient 
and  economical  management  of  existing  transportation  facilities)  of  enlarging 
aaeb  factUties  in  order  to  provide  the  pec^le  of  the  United  States  with  adeQtiat* 
transportatlmi. 

Id  this  provision  the  matter  of  honest,  effiuent,  and  economical 
management  is  f^e  basic  consideration  upon  which  the  rate  of  return 
and  the  necessity  of  enlarging  Qa  transportation  facilities  of  the 
country  are  dependent;  but,  even  under  that  proTison,  I  do  not  un- 
derstand that  we  may  lawfully  investigate  the  question  of  manage- 
ment only  when  it  suite  the  purpose  of  the  carriers  to  file  applications 
for  increased  ratee  or  when  a  specific  question  of  enlarging  trans- 
portation facilities  is  presented.  That  fundamental  question  is  al- 
ways open  to  investigation. 

I  note  the  criticism  that  we  are  assuming  to  set  up  our  judgment 
upon  a  matter  peculiarly  within  the  competency  of  experienced  oper- 
ating ofiScials  and  upon  which  they  were  called  upon  to  exercise  their 
beet  judgment  in  an  emergency  which  demanded  prompt  aqtion.  It 
seems  to  me  to  require  no  expert  judgment  to  determine,  as  between 
system  shop  repairs  at  approximately  $9,000  per  locomotive  and 
contract  shop  repairs  at  approximately  $35,000  per  locomotive,  the 
necessity  for  a  reasonably  definite  ascertainment,  before  entering  into 
such  a  contract,  that  past  demands  and  performances  were  incon- 
sistent with  the  prospect  of  doing  the  work  in  season  in  respondent's 
own  shops.  The  facte  developed  of  record  seem  to  me  to  disclose 
tiiB  oonb-ary  to  have  been  true.  The  majority  report  recognizes  tite 
prime  importance  of  keeping  the  motive  power  in  serviceable  condi- 
tion at  all  times,  but  also  recognizee  that  this  consideration  does  not 
justify  expenditures  for  the  purpose  that  can  be  avoided  by  appro- 
priate effort 

While  the  statement  in  the  majority  report  with  reference  to 
ulterior  motives  is  made  in  response  to  an  unsupported  charge  made 
by  the  interveners,  I  think  it  wholly  immaterial.  That  question  has 
not  been  inquired  into  by  ua,  our  purpose  being  to  ascertain  whether 
the  300  loccHaotives  could  seasonably  have  been  repaired  in  respond- 
ent's shops  and  whether  the  amount  paid  the  Baldwin  Locomotive 
Works  was  excessive  by  comparison.  It  is  a  familiar  principle  that 
the  motive  with  which  an  act  ie  done  does  not  affect  ite  legality. 

EamcAN,  CoTivtiastioner,  concurring : 

While  I  am  in  general  agreement  with  the  report  of  the  majority, 
there  are  certain  matters  upon  which  more  emphasis  mi^t  well  be 
laid,  and  to  tht»  I  wish  to  direct  attention.    The  fact  disclosed  by 
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the  investigation  which  is  of  chief  public  interest,  it  seenu  to  nw,  is 
the  discrepancy  between  the  cost  of  the  contract  work  done  in  th« 
Baldwin  shops  and  the  cost  of  precisely  similar  work  done  in  re- 
spondent's own  shops. 

In  this  proceeding  reapondent  has  disclaimed  any  contention  that 
its  employees  were  inefficient  Nevertheless  the  work  in  its  shops  dur- 
ing 1920  was  carried  on  ondnr  the  so-called  national  agreements, 
entered  into  during  federal  control,  which  have  so  frequently  been 
criticized  as  resulting  in  burdensome  and  uneconomical  working  con- 
ditions. Yet  we  find,  using  respondent's  own  figures,  that  the  cost  of 
Uie  same  class  of  repairs  on  a  certain  type  of  locomotive  was  $9,453 
at  its  own  shops  as  compared  with  $26,799  under  the  Baldwin  con- 
tract, an  excess  for  the  latter  of  ITS  per  cent,  without  including  the 
cost  of  the  32  inspectors  stationed  by  respondent  at  the  Baldwin  shope 
during  the  contract  period.  For  another  ^pe  of  locomotive  the  cost 
of  the  same  class  of  repairs  was  $9,989  at  respondent's  own  shops  and 
$21,692  under  the  Baldwin  contract,  an  excess  for  the  latter  of  117 
per  cent.  These  figures  include  such  allocation  of  overhead  expense 
to  the  cost  of  the  work  at  its  own  ^ops  as  respondent  deemed  proper 
in  order  that  the  two  sets  of  figures  might  be  fairly  comparable.  Our 
own  accountants,  after  an  analyms  of  the  records,  reached  the  con- 
clusion that  the  excess  cost  of  repairing  the  200  locomotives  under 
the  Baldwin  contract  as  compared  with  the  cost  of  doing  the  same 
work  in  respondent's  shops  was  more  than  $3,000,000,  or  more  than 
$15,000  on  the  average  per  loctmiotive. 

Lest  it  be  thought  that  the  discrepancy  was  in  any  measure  doe  to 
heavier  work,  class  for  class,  at  the  Baldwin  plant  than  in  respond- 
ent's shops,  it  may  be  said  that  such  a  claim  was  made,  but  our  dieck 
of  the  records  showed  it  to  be  without  basis.  Nor  was  the  discrepant 
due  solely  to  any  difference  in  necessary  overhead  expense,  for  on  the 
contrary  it  appears  to  have  been  due  primarily  to  a  difference  in  labor 
costs.  Our  accountants  found  that  the  time  consumed  in  making  the 
repairs  at  the  Baldwin  plant,  over  and  above  the  time  required  for 
similar  repairs  at  respondent's  own  shops,  was  more  than  86  days 
per  locomotive.  They  also  found  that  the  labor  excess  at  the  Baldwin 
plant  was  93  per  cent  for  class-2  repairs,  140  per  cent  for  class.^,  153 
per  cent  for  das8-4,  and  137  per  cent  for  class-6  repairs.  Indeed,  the 
only  justification  offered  for  the  excess  cost  which  seems  to  hare  poB~ 
sible  merit  is  that  the  Baldwin  plant  was  not  experienced  in  or  well- 
equipped  for  repair  work,  an  explanation  which  I  find  it  difficult  to 
believe  can  account  in  any  large  measure  for  the  extraordinary  dis- 
crepancy disclosed,  especially  if  there  be  any  foundation  whatever 
for  the  criticisms  which  nave  so  frequently  been  offered  witli  respect 
to  the  national  agreements. 
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But  this  discrepancy  in  cost  is  not  the  only  startling  tiling  kboat 
the  Baldwin  contract,  for  the  contract  itself  and  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  interpreted  are  startling.  It  appears  that  no  competi- 
tive  bids  were  sought  and  that  the  c<mtract  was  made  on  what  has 
come  to  be  known  as  the  "  cost-plus "  basis.  That  is  to  say,  the 
charge  was  based  on  the  cost  of  mat«rialB  and  labor,  plus  an  arbitrary 
00  per  c«nt  of  the  labor  cost  to  cover  all  overhead  expense,  plus  an 
arbitrary  IS  per  cent  of  the  whole  for  profit.  It  further  appears 
that  the  90  per  cent  of  the  labor  cost  to  be  added  for  overhead  was 
to  inclnde  "errors  and  defects.**  Notwithstanding  this  provision, 
in  hundreds  of  cases  where,  because  of  errors  or  defects,  it  became 
necessary  to  do  the  work  a  second  time,  respondent  paid  for  the 
work  entailed  in  remedying  the  error  or  defect,  and  this  labor  cost 
was  included  in  computing  the  90  per  cent  for  overhead  and  the  15 
per  cent  for  profit 

I  base  this  statement  upon  a  letter  placed  in  evidence  from  one 
of  respondent's  assistant  motive-power  accountants  to  his  superior 
officer,  reading  in  part  as  follows : 

In  connection  wtth  the  Baldwin  contract  there  are  hnndreds  of  caeea  when 
tbe  work  wu  done  the  second  time,  vhlch  I  presnme  we  will  have  to  pay  tor, 
■ince  the  mon^  was  actoaUy  paid  out  and  the  work  actually  perlonned. 

At  tbe  bottom  of  this  letter  was  a  penciled  memorandum  from  the 
superi(»-  officer  reading  in  part  thus : 

As  I  we  tlie  matter  we  wUl  have  to  pay  Baldwin  for  all  work  they  did  <« 
thoae  locomotives,  even  though  It  maj  have  been  done  twice  due  to  the  In- 
efficient metboda  of  handling  the  work. 

Ko  evidence  was  submitted  in  any  way  controverting  these  state- 
ments, nor  was  it  denied  that  this  was  the  construction  placed  by 
respondent  npon  the  contract. 

In  other  words,  as  I  understand  it,  it  is  conceded,  not  only  that 
respondent  let  the  contract  without  competitive  bids,  but  also  that 
it  agreed  to  an  interpretation  of  the  contract  which  made  it  possible 
for  the  Baldwin  company  actually  to  profit  by  negligent  or  ineffi- 
cient work.  The  more  of  such  work  that  it  did  the  greater  the 
amount  of  its  90  per  cent  for  overhead  expense  and  the  greater  the 
amount  of  its  15  per  cent  for  profit. 

I  submit  that  these  are  important  facts  for  the  public  to  know. 
If  OUT  great  railroad  companies  are  at  such  a  disadvantage  in  deal- 
ing with  outside  supply  companies  that  they  must  agree  to  arrange- 
ments of  this  nature,  it  lends  force,  among  other  things,  to  the  sug- 
gestion recently  made  by  the  National  Association  of  Owners  of 
Railroad  Securities  that  much  expense  could  be  saved  if  the  railroad 
equipment  of  the  country  were  pooled  and  all  repair  and  construc- 

eBi.aa 

i:q,t7,:-rb;G00<^lc 


710  INTBBSTATB  COUICBBOH  O0HHI8SION  BEFOBIS. 

Hon  work  haadled  through  centralized  agenciea  The  facts  ao  dis- 
closed also  make  me  unwUling  to  subscribe  to  the  statement  of  the 
majority  with  respect  to  iBspondent's  motives  in  the  premises.  I 
do  not  understand  that  motives  were  under  investigation  and  uo 
finding,  therefore,  upon  this  matter  is  appropriate.  But  if  it  wen 
our  duty  to  make  such  a  finding,  I  confess  that  the  evidence  has  not 
left  me  free  from  doubt  as  to  what  the  finding  should  be. 

The  dissenting  opinions  object  to  the  conclusions  of  the  majori^, 
if  I  read  them  aright,  on  three  principal  grounds: 

(1)  That  we  are  exceeding  our  lawful  authority  in  m^Mng  the 
investigation. 

(2)  That  from  the  meager  and  "  incomplete  "  record  an  int«lligent 
conclusion  can  not  be  derived,  and  even  if  such  a  conclusion  could 
be  reached,  we  are  not  competent  to  reach  it. 

(3)  That  in  any  event  the  conclusion  which  the  majority  have 
reached  is  wrong- 
Taking  up  these  points  one  by  one,  it  may  be  noted  that  the 

investigation  was  instituted  on  January  8,  1921,  by  unanimous  vote 
of  the  Commission.  Our  authority  to  make  such  an  investigation 
was  not  then  questioned.  The  equipment-repair  contracts  of  re- 
spondent and  other  carriers  had  become  the  subject  of  discusaon, 
not  only  throughout  the  country,  but  in  the  Halls  of  Congress.  It 
was  desirable  that  the  facts  should  be  known,  and  it  was  particularly 
desirable  because,  during  much  of  the  life  of  these  contracts,  the 
United  States  was  the  guarantor  of  railroad  income.  The  facts 
which  I  have  set  forth  at  the  beginning  of  this  opinion  are  in  them- 
selves sufficient  justification  for  the  investigation.  If  we  are  witii- 
out  power  to  obtain  and  make  public  such  facts,  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  Congress  to  confer  power  upon  us.  But  I  entertain  no 
doubt  as  to  our  authority;  it  has  not  been  questioned  by  any  of  the 
respondent  carriers.  '    . 

The  record  of  the  investigation  is  far  from  meager.  Respondent 
was  given  opportunity  to  present  all  the  evidence  that  it  desired  to 
present,  and  it  took  ample  advantage  of  the  opportunity.  As  for 
our  competency  to  pass  upon  this  evidence,  I  concede  that  we  are  not 
expert  railroad  operators,  but  neither  are  we  expert  railroad  traffic 
officers  or  accountants  or  engineers  or  financiers.  Yet  we  pass  upon 
rate,  accounting,  valuation,  or  financial  matters  every  day.  If  it 
were  necessary  for  judges  or  juries  to  be  experts  in  the  subject  matter 
of  every  lawsuit,  what  would  become  of  our  courtsi  The  theory  of 
any  judicial  investigation  or  proceeding  is  that  those  who  are  expert 
will  be  able  to  impart  their  knowledge,  so  far  as  it  pertains  to  the 
question  at  issue,  and  that  those  who  sit  in  judgment  will  be  able  to 
weigh  the  evidence  so  prteented.    We  are  as  able  to  weigh  the  evi- 
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dftncQ  in  this  proceeding  as  we  are  in  many  of  the  other  complicated 
and  technical  cases  upon  which  we  are  continually  obliged  to  pass. 

Coming,  then,  to  the  conclu^<m  of  the  majority,  "that  a  more 
thorough  surrey  of  respondent's  facilities  in  the  light  of  past 
demands  and  performances  would  have  disclosed  a  capacity  to  do 
the  work  itself  within  a  reasonable  time  by  an  appropriate  coordi- 
natitm  of  efforts  and  by  such  added  exertions  as  relieved  the  situa- 
tion in  the  preceding  year " :  Whether  or  not  this  is  true  is  a 
matter  of  much  less  importance,  as  I  view  it,  than  the  disclosure  of 
the  facts  respecting  the  cost  which  respondent  was  obliged  to  meet 
under  the  contract  and  its  interpretation  of  that  contract.  I  also 
agree  with  the  dissenting  opinions  that  the  necessity  of  outmde  con- 
flict work  is  a  matter  to  be  judged  in  the  light  of  the  situation  by 
which  respondent  was  confronted,  or  thought  that  it  was  confronted, 
at  the  time  when  the  contract  was  made.  Subsequent  events  are 
pertinent  only  so  far  as  they  throw  light  upon  confiicting  or  doubtful 
evidence  as  to  the  facta  at  that  time. 

Nevertheless,  I  agree  with  the  conclusion  of  the  majority.  Of 
particular  significance,  it  seems  to  me,  is  the  evidence  wiUi  respect 
to  the  capacity  of  respondent's  shops  for  repair  work.  In  1818, 
when  it  was  necessary  to  secure  accurate  data  from  the  railroads  as 
to  this  capacity  in  view  of  war  necessities,  the  officials  then  in  charge 
of  respondent's  shops  advised  the  Railroad  Administration  and 
advised  us  that  the  monthly  capacity  for  classified  repairs  was  6^ 
locomotives.  In  January,  1921,  however,  after  this  inveatigBtion 
hod  been  instituted,  respondent  reported  this  capacity  as  580  per 
month.  Yet  during  federal  control  the  Railroad  Administration 
made  capital  expenditures  on  respondent's  shop  buildings,  shop 
machinery  and  tools,  engine  houses,  etc.,  totaling  $20,622,993. 
Moreover,  at  the  hearing  respondent  placed  the  capacity  at  a  maxi- 
mum of  S25  per  month,  on  the -ground  that  unclassified  repairs 
might  interfere  with  the  output  of  classified  repairs.  The  evidence, 
however,  does  not  show  that  at  the  time  the  contract  was  mad« 
nspondent  had  reason  to  anticipate  an  abnormal  load  of  un- 
clasfflfied  repairs.  On  the  contrary,  the  record  does  show  that  the 
monthly  average  of  classified  and  unclassified  repair^  in  1920  was 
4,432,  aa  against  6,682  in  1919,  5,867  in  1918,  and  4,482  for  the  last 
10  months  of  1917.  The  pressure  of  tmclassified  repairs  in  1920 
was  manifestly  lighter  than  in  the  other  years,  and  this  was  true 
of  the  months  immediately  following  the  resumption  of  private 
control.  The  monthly  average  of  such  repairs,  according  to  respond- 
oit's  own  figures,  was  4,707  in  Hm  first  six  months  of  1930  as 
compared  with  7,103  in  the  corresponding  months  of  1919.  I  am 
unable,  therefore,  to  accept  the  statement  that  the  maximum  capacity 

MI.0.0.  ^-  I 


712  INTEBST&TB  OOUUBBOB  OOMiaaOOS  BBFOBTB. 

of  respondent's  shops  for  classified  repurs  at  th«  time  the  oontotct 
was  made  was  but  525  per  month. 

Of  Bignificance,  also,  is  respondent's  estimate  that  on  Februar; 
38,  1920,  diere  were  724  locomotives  in  service  which  were  good  iac 
but  one  month's  service,  when  it  is  considered  in  the  light  of  the 
fact  that  on  March  81  it  was  found  that  only  253  of  these  loco- 
motives had  been  taken  out  of  service,  that  168  were  good  for  an- 
other month's  service,  35  for  two  months,  40  for  three  months,  46  for 
four  months  and  174  for  five  or  more  months.  Granted  that  eeti- 
mBtes  of  this  character  are  necessarily  inaccurate,  I  think  it  is  a  fair 
conclusion,  in  view  of  the  very  large  element  of  error,  that  the  esti- 
mate of  February  28, 1920,  was  not  thoroughly  or  carefully  made. 

I  am  furthOT  impressed  by  the  fact  that  the  evidence  indicatfs 
that  motive-power  conditions  were  substantially  better  in  February, 
1920,  than  in  the  corresponding  month  of  the  previous  year.  Then 
was,  for  instance,  an  increase  of  8  per  cent  in  locomotive  aervioe 
months  available.  It  is  true  that  present  and  prospective  traffic  wei» 
heavier  in  February,  1920,  than  in  February,  1919;  but  in  the  sum- 
mer of  1919,  when  traffic  began  to  grow  heavy,  the  evidence  shows 
that  the  Railroad  Administration  was  able,  without  seeking  out- 
side assistance,  by  concentrated  effort  to  effect  a  very  marked  im- 
provement in  a  comparatively  short  time.  The  record  shows  that 
at  the  end  of  Man^,  1919,  the  number  of  locomotive  service  months 
available  was  less  than  at  any  time  in  1919  or  1920.  Yet  by  the  end 
of  August,  1919,  the  number  had  increased  to  a  point  higher  than 
at  any  time  in  either  year. 

In  one  of  the  dissenting  opinions,  the  statement  is  made  t^at "  dur- 
ing the  first  six  months  of  1920  the  shops  were  working  to  full 
capacity  and  working  overtime."  As  a  matter  of  fact  there  is  no 
convincing  evidence  that  there  was  any  considerable  amount  of  over- 
time work.  It  clearly  appears  that  the  men  in  the  shops,  during  this 
period,  were  not  put  on  d-hour  shifts,  and,  indeed,  that  this  means  of 
relieving  the  situation  was  not  even  considered.  Moreover,  the  state- 
ment that  the  shops  were  working  to  "  full  capacity  "  is  inconsistent 
with  the  testimony  that  during  this  period  respondent  was  in  need 
of,  and  was  <;ontinually  seeking,  additional  men  for  its  shops.  Mr. 
Wallis  testified  that  in  most  cases  his  controlling  machines  were 
worked  to  capacity.  Yet  the  record  shows  that  at  the  same  time 
respondent  claims  to  have  been  making  diligent  efforts  to  increase  its 
shop  forces. 

Finally,  I  am  impressed  by  the  fact  tiiat,  while  traffic  over  the 
Pennsylvania  continaed  to  be  heavy  to  the  end  of  the  year  1920,  in 
July  of  that  year  respondent  felt  free  to  reduce  its  shop  foroee  ma- 
terially, and  this  redaction  continued  throa|^uiat  the  faU. 
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PoTTiB,  C'ommurioner,  difiseoting: 

At  the  end  of  federal  control  the  Director  General  turned  back  to 
the  Rc^ndent  a  large  number  of  bad-order  locomotives  at  a  time 
when  great  increase  of  traffic  was  in  proapect.  Faced  with  the  serious 
consequences  of  a  shortage  of  power,  the  respondent,  on  March  10, 
1930,  in  order  to  make  repairs  more  rapidly  than  they  could  be  made 
in  its  own  shops,  contracted  to  have  200  of  its  7,300  locomotives  re- 
paired in  the  best  outside  shops  available.  The  majority  report  finds 
tiat  later  this  decision  was  found  to  be  a  mistake ;  that  the  locomo- 
tives could  have  been  repaired  in  the  respondent's  own  shops  by  the 
time  they  were  needed  and  at  a  lower  cost  than  the  amount  paid  for 
the  outside  work.  This  alleged  mistake  of  judgment  is  the  sole  basia 
for  the  criticism  which  the  majority  report  makes.  The  good  faith 
of  the  officials  of  the  respondent  is  not  questioned,  and  they  are  com- 
pletely exonerated  by  the  majority  report  from  every  improper 
motive. 

As  there  is  no  finding  of  bad  faith  the  promulgation  of  our  report 
raises  very  serious  questions  as  to  the  functicm  and  power  of  this 
Commission.  I  deplore  the  taking  on  of  work  which  I  believe  is  not 
intended  for  us.  The  duty  of  this  Conmussion  to  consider  the  limi- 
tations upon  its  authority  is  of  such  vital  importance  to  the  public, 
if  our  system  of  regulation  is  to  endure,  that  I  think  we  can  well 
afford  to  discuss  it  in  the  forum  of  our  reports. 

We  can  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion  only  by  putting  ourselves  in 
the  position  of  the  managing  officials  on  March  10,  1920,  when  they 
contracted  for  (he  outside  work.  It  is  a  manager's  duty  to  do  the 
thing  which  his  judgment,  based  on  his  knowledge  and  experience, 
at  the  time  he  is  called  upon  to  act,  suggests  that  he  should  do.  For 
him,  that  decision  is  right  and  free  from  criticism  for  all  time 
which  seems  right  when  made,  no  matter  how  it  turns  out  later. 
What  would  we  have  done  if  we  had  been  in  his  place,  with  his 
perplexities,  doubts,  and  forebodings,  is  the  only  fair  and  proper 
question  for  us  to  consider.  If  the  inquiry  before  us  were  thus 
limited,  as  obvioualy  it  should  be,  there  is  not  in  the  record  any 
basis  for  criticism.  In  fact,  the  majority  report  seems  to  admit 
this,  for  the  main  reliance  of  the  majority  report  is  upon  testi- 
mony, not  as  to  the  conditions  which  actually  confronted  the  officials 
when  -they  made  their  decision,  but  as  to  conditions  and  happenings 
later.  If  later  it  had  turned  out  (which  it  is  shown  it  did  not)  that 
the  work  could  have  been  done  at  home,  it  by  no  means  would 
follow  that  the  March  decision  was  not  the  correct  decision  for 
March.  Upon  the  question  as  to  what  was  the  proper  decision  in 
March,  with  March  prospects,  uncertainties,  and  fears,  testimony 
OS  to  what  were  subsequent  realities  and  certainties  was  incun- 
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petent  and  immateriBl.  Its  receipt  and  consideration  in  this  cass 
did  violence  to  esseoUal  rules  of  evidence,  law,  and  justice,  which 
we  should  observe. 

In  working  toward  a  conclusion  we  are  bound  to  accept  the  facts 
that  the  chosen  representatives  of  the  stockholders  and  directors  of 
the  respondent,  brought  up  in  its  management,  recognized  through- 
out the  transportation  world  as  meoi  of  high  skill,  charged  with  the 
responsibility  of  managing  its  affairs,  acting  in  good  faith  in  accord- 
ance with  their  judgment,  decided  it  was  best  to  send  this  work  out. 
I  can  not  see  that  we  are  charged  with  any  duty  or  responsibility 
which  requires  us  to  review  their  judgment,  or  that  we  have  any 
authority  to  do  so.  We  are  not  competent  to  review  it.  These 
officials  understood  the  needs  of  their  company  as  we  can  not 
They  understood  the  territory  they  served,  and  its  commercial  and 
indtistrial  conditions,  and  the  probabilities  of  tminage  as  they  ex- 
isted when  it  was  decided  to  send  the  work  out.  They  understood 
their  shops  and  forces  and  knew,  far  better  than  we  could,  how  to 
handle  their  labor.  No  one  knew  what  might  happen  at  almost 
any  minute,  and  the  best  preparation  was  required  at  every  point 
If  they  felt  it  was  necessary  to  make  their  company  independent 
and  strong  in  the  face  of  what  threatened,  or  that  it  was  good 
policy  to  build  independent  resources,  free  from  outside  interfer- 
ence, we  have  no  right  to  say  that,  from  the  standpoint  of  company 
policy  or  of  public  interest,  their  conclufflon  was  wrong.  The  re- 
sponsibility was  theirs.  We  should  not  reverse  their  judgment  upon 
a  record  made  at  this  late  date,  which,  in  the  nature  of  things,  can 
not  possibly  give  us  even  an  outline  sketch  of  the  picture  which  con- 
fronted them. 

We  must  remember  that  the  steam  locomotive  is  the  heart  of 
American  industry,  without  which  railways  can  not  operate  and  in- 
dustry, in  a  broad  sense,  can  not  be  carried  on.  There  are  about 
70,000  locomotives  in  the  country.  Each  one  of  these  locomotives  is 
responsible  for  its  part  of  the  transportation  of  the  nation,  of  the 
successful  operation  of  the  industries  of  the  nation,  of  the  supply  of 
food  for  the  nation,  of  the  furnishing  of  employment' to  all  the  mil- 
lions of  laborers.  Almost  it  might  be  said  that  upon  each  one  of 
these  locomotives  depends  one  seventy-thousandth  part  of  the  pros- 
perity of  the  nation  and  the  protection  of  the  nation's  property, 
peace,  and  order.  The  value  to  the  nation  of  one  month's  service  of  a 
locomotive  in  busy  times,  is  worth  far  more  ^an  the  cost  of  the  loco- 
motive itself.  There  is  never  an  excuse  for  any  carrier  to  run  any 
risk  with  respect  to  its  motive  power.  The  vital  and  universal  need 
of  all  important  industries  in  this  country  is  transportation.  Trans- 
portation facilities  are  idle  and  investments  in  them  are  wasted  in  tin 
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degree  th&t  power  faila.  Chance  may  be  taken  with  c&ra,  and  all 
other  things,  but  never  with  locomotiyes.  We  will  perform  oiir  best 
service  only  if  we  make  this  clear.  The  one  thing  that  never  should  be 
excused  in  a  manager  is  avoidable  risk  regarding  the  effectiveness 
of  his  motive  power.  Particularly  in  times  of  stress  he  should  not 
stop  to  make  close  estimates  or  draw  fine  distinctionB  as  to  how  or 
where  repairs  should  be  made  or  as  to  relative  cost.  He  should 
consider  first  how  to  be  absolutely  certain  under  every  possible  con< 
tingency  to  have  his  power  ready. 

We  are  equipped  for  regulation  within  tiie  law,  regarding  rates 
and  other  matters  clearly  within  our  proper  function  and  with  which 
continually  we  are  called  upon  to  deal.  We  are  not  equipped  for 
problems  of  management  and  operation.  These  are  beyond  the  lines 
that  define  our  field.  The  idea  that  we,  a  commission  of  11  men, 
brought  from  different  walks,  none  of  whom  was  selected  because  he 
had  any  knowledge  regarding  practical  railway  operation,  can,  in 
spite  of  our  inexperience,  two  years  after  the  fact,  on  an  incomplete 
record  of  conditions,  put  ourselves  in  the  chair  of  the  general 
manager  or  master  mechanic  of  the  largest  system  of  railroads  in  the 
United  States,  and  say  how,  in  perilous  times,  he  should  have  handled 
a  very  difiicult  operating  problem,  and  justly  criticize  him  for  error, 
does  not  find  favor  with  me. 

We  have  been  given  no  roving  commission  to  investigate  and 
criticize.  Federal  control  ended  at  midnight,  February  29, 1920,  and 
under  the  law  in  effect  since  then  the  carriers  are  to  be  managed  by 
the  chosen  representatives  of  their  owners  and  not  by  us. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  Interstate  Comanerce 
ComtnuBion  v.  C.  O.  W.  Ry.  Co.,  209  U.  S.,  108,  at  page  118,  said: 

It  most  be  remembered  tliat  ratlroads  are  tbe  private  property  «f  tlieir 
ownera,  tbat  wbtle,  from  tbe  puUIc  character  of  the  work  in  which  the;  are 
ensaged,  the  public  baa  the  power  to  prescribe  rules  for  Becaiing  faltbfai  and 
effidcrat  service  and  equality  between  sblppera  and  commnnitlea,  yet,  In  no 
proper  senses  la  the  public  a  general  manager. 

We  are  not  making  any  order  upon  our  report  and  are  giving  no 
direction  and  we  have  no  authority  to  do  either.  Our  report  is  only 
criticism  of  management  where  responsibility  for  management  is  not 
on  OS.  No  complaint  of  violation  of  tbe  law  has  been  made,  and 
we  have  found  no  violation.  In  such  a  situation  I  see  no  right  to 
interfere  with  criticism  and  disturb  and  irritate  wiUi  expressions  of 
our  opinions.  If  tbe  officers  of  the  respondent  have  not  ezercleed 
good  judgment,  they  are  accountable  to  its  stockholders,  and  not 
to  us. 

In  Adoanoes  in  Rates—Western  Case,  20  I.  C.  C,  807,  at  page  317, 
we  said : 
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We  must  be  consdooa  In  our  coosideratioi)  of  theee  rate  QoeBtltma  of  tlulr 
effect  upon  {be  policy  ot  the  rallroedB  and,  nltlmatelj,  upon  tha  walfare  at 
Out  state.  Tbls  country  can  not  afford  to  have  poor  raUroads,  Insufflde&Qj 
equipped,  unaubstantlally  bnllt,  carelessly  operated.  We  need  tbe  b«Bt  of 
service.  Our  railroad  management  abould  be  the  most  progressive.  It  sbonld 
bare  wide  latitude  for  experlmrait.  It  sbould  have 'snob  encoun^ement  as  would 
attract  the  imagination  of  both  the  engineer  and  the  InvestcH'.  Nevertbdeas, 
It  Is  likewise  to  be  remembered  that  the  Oovenunent  has  not  undertakni  to 
become  the  directing  mind  In  railroad  manageaent.  We  are  not  the  manaxen 
of  the  railroad. 

In  Basrriman  v.  Interstate  Cdmmerce  Comnmsion,  211  U.  S.,  407, 
at  page  419,  the  Supreme  Court  admonished  us  ae  follows: 

We  are  of  iq^lnlcai,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  parposes  of  the  act  for  vhlcb 
the  Commlseion  may  «zact  evidence  embrace  only  complalnti  for  vtolattm  of 
the  act,  and  investigations  by  the  Commission  upon  matters  that  might  have 
been  made  the  object  of  the  complaint.  As  we  already  have  Implied,  the  main 
purpose  of  the  act  was  to  regulate  the  interstate  business  of  carriers,  and  the 
secondary  purpose,  that  for  which  the  Commission  was  established,  waa  to 
enforce  the  regulations  enacted.  These,  In  our  opinion,  are  the  purpoeea  r«- 
ferrcd  to ;  In  other  words,  the  power  to  reqnire  testimony  Is  Umltad,  aa  tt 
usually  is  In  English-^>eaklng  countries,  at  least  to  the  only  cases  where  ttte 
sacrifice  of  privacy  Is  necessary — those  where  the  Investlgatlooa  concern  a 
specific  breach  of  the  law. 

The  procedure  we  have  adopted  in  making  this  inquiry  can  not 
be  supported  by  the  provisions  of  the  transportation  act  under  which 
honesty,  efficiency,  and  economy  of  management  are  to  influence  tha 
determination  of  rate  scales.  We  have  not  proceeded  as  in  a  r«t« 
inquiry  for  rate-making  purposes.  Our  report  can  be  of  no  service 
for  rate-maldng  purposes.  It  determines  nothing  respecting  the 
honesty,  efficiency,  or  economy  of  respondent's  management,  tt 
deals  only  with  one  transaction  that  occurred  two  years  ago  in  one 
branch  of  carrier  operation.  A  mistake  might  have  been  made  in 
this  matter  and  yet  the  respondent  might  be  the  most  efficiently 
operated  carrier  in  the  country.  There  might  be  warrant  in  coo- 
ducting  a  general  inquiry  aa  to  carrier  efficiency  shown  by  ths 
respondent's  operations  generally,  but  the  discussion  of  an  isolated 
transaction  under  unusual  conditions  can  not  be  helpful  to  us  <hi  may 
question  we  have  jurisdiction  to  determine. 

This  is  one  of  several  investigations  we  are  carrying  on  of  a 
similar  nature  and  under  similar  circumstances  regarding  differait 
carriers  throughout  the  country.  They  are  taking  an  enormous 
amount  of  precious  time  and  are  costing  many  thousands  of  dol- 
lars— without  accomplishing  any  result  of  the  slightest  value  U» 
anyone. 

Criticism  of  a  transaction  in  a  particular  situation  can  do  no 
good.  It  may  do  harm.  No  helpful  lesson  is  to  be  learned  tma,  our 
action.    If  in  the  future  the  officials  again  should  be  coafrontod 
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with  what  seems  to  them  an  emergescy  situatioii  and  the;  recall 
our  ciiticisin  in  the  present  case^  they  would  do  one  of  two  things — 
ei&er  diBregard  our  criticism  and  boldly  g;o  ahead  and  do  what  they 
thought  they  ou^t  to  do,  as  they  should,  or  they  would  say :  "  We 
did  what  we  thought  was  best  before  and  were  reprimanded.  Now 
we  will  play  safe.  We  will  try  to  repair  the  locomotives  ourselves. 
If  we  fail,  only  the  public  will  suffer.  The  responsibility  will  be 
on  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  our  failure  will  never 
be  known."  To  encourage  such  an  attitude  and  to  so  dissipate  am- 
bition and  resolution,  as  it  seems  to  me  might  be  the  effect  of 
adopting  tiie  policy  of  our  report,  would  be  nnwise.  Man  efficiency 
more  than  anything  else  determines  carrier  efficiency.  Our  job  ia 
to  increase  where  we  can  the  efficiency  of  men.  To  this  end,  we 
should  stimulate  initiative,  courage,  and  prompt  action  and  a  willing- 
ness to  take  on  and  quickly  solve  big  problems.  If  railway  operat- 
ing officials,  responsible  for  furnishing  transportation  for  the  pub- 
lic needs,  are  to  stop  before  acting  and  wonder  whether  we  are 
going  to  criticize  tiiem  or  not,  the  result,  as  far  as  the  country  ia 
concerned,  will  be  far  worse  than  the  occasional  losses  which  may 
occur  through  the  courageous  and  prompt  exercise  of  judgment. 

There  has  been  a  full  hearing.  We  have  had  opportunity  to  ascer- 
tain the  facts,  and  if  we  have  not  ascertained  them  all,  it  is  our 
fault.  In  impartial  iavestigation,  as  well  as  in  prosecution,  the 
burden  ia  upon  us  all  the  time  to  obtain  all  the  facts  bearing  upon 
the  justness  of  our  conclusion.  Our  own  attorney  conducted  the 
proceeding — certainly  with  all  the  zeal  that  impartial  investigation 
permitted.  The  intervening  labor  organizations  had  vigorous  rep- 
resentation before  us.  After  an  investigation  so  made,  no  suspicion 
beyond  the  facts  found  by  us  can  be  entertained.  If  the  record  ia 
not  complete,  our  finding  stands  condemned.  The  presumption  of 
innocence  until  proven  guilty  prevails  before  us.  The  greater  tha 
official  power  the  greater  the  duty  to  respect  and  guard  the  private 
right 

In  the  foregoing  I  have  dealt  with  this  case  without  regard  to  the 
(estiuKMiy  as  to  what  happened  after  March  10,  1920.  To  exclude 
such  testimony  seems  to  me  our  obvious  duty.  If  it  were  proper  to 
oonnder  such  testimony  my  study  of  it  convinces  me  that  the  ma- 
jority view  involves  a  misunderstanding  of  the  record,  which,  to  my 
mind,  demonstrates  by  subsequent  events  that  the  contract  ia  ques- 
tion was  justified. 

On  February  28, 1920,  according  to  data  obtained  by  investigators 
for  the  Commission,  247  locconotives  were  in  shop  and  464  were 
awaiting  shop  for  classified  repairs,  a  total  of  711;  and  59S  locomo- 
tives  were  in  shop  and  799  awaiting  shop  for  all  repairs  requiring 
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24  hours  or  over,  a  total  of  1,897.  The  respondent  shows  u  of  the 
same  date  a  total  of  1,391  in  and  awaiting  shop  for  all  repairs  requir- 
ing 24  hours  or  orer.  The  total  last  mentioned  includes  540  loco- 
motives in  and  awaiting  shop  6>r  class  repairs,  but  by  another  exhibit 
respondent  shows  601  locomotives  in  this  category.  If  601  be  taken 
as  correct,  the  total  for  all  repairs,  according  to  respondent,  would 
be  1,362.  It  is  true  that  as  of  the  corresponding  date  in  1919  there 
were  78fi  locomotives  in  and  awaiting  shop  for  class  repairs,  em- 
braced in  a  total  of  1,390  for  all  repairs  requiring  24  hours  or  over, 
but  the  number  of  locomotives  undergoing  and  awaiting  repairs  in 
1920  presented  a  much  more  serious  situation  because  of  the  con- 
temporaneous volume  of  traffic.  The  locomotive  mileage  for  every 
month  throughout  1930  escept  April  exceeded  that  for  the  corre- 
sponding 1919  period;  and  the  greatest  volume  of  locomotive  mile- 
age occurred  in  March,  1920,  at  which  time  respondent's  t^cials 
decided  to  send  the  work  in  question  to  outside  shops.  In  this  con- 
nection officials  of  the  respondent  testify  that  they  had  every  reason 
to  expect  and  did  expect  at  that  time  a  great  increase  in  traffic 
That  such  expectation  was  justified  is  amply  con6rmed  by  subsequ^it 
events.  The  locomotive  mileage  for  the  entire  year  1920  was  7.4 
per  cent  greater  than  for  1919.  January,  1920,  increased  1.2  per  cent 
over  January,  1919,  while  for  the  month  of  February  the  1990  in- 
crease over  1919  was  14.9  per  cent.  This  was  cause  for  much 
alertness  and  alarm  on  March  10.  The  loaded  freight-car  mileage 
for  the  first  two  months  of  1920  exceeded  the  corresponding  1919 
period  by  7  per  cent. 

Further  light  on  the  traffic  situation  in  1930  is  given  by  another 
exhibit  filed  by  the  respondent  showing  the  total  number  of  cars 
requisitioned  upon  respondent's  lines  and  the  total  number  of  can 
furnished  for  the  months  from  March  to  December,  1920,  The  per- 
centage of  requisitioned  cars  furnished  in  March,  1920,  was  60.6,  in 
April,  66.5,  in  May,  64.9,  in  June,  52.7,  in  July,  61.2,  in  August,  575, 
in  September,  64.4,  in  October,  58.7,  in  November,  80.1,  and  in  De- 
cember, 98.6.  It  is  evident  that  respondent's  system  of  transporta- 
tion was  heavily  overtaxed  until  the  closing  months  of  19S0.  Another 
exhibit  shows  the  daily  average  number  of  cars  dispatched  and  the 
daily  average  number  of  cars  awaiting  movement  from  March  to 
December,  1920.  The  daily  average  percentage  of  lay-over  in  Marchf 
1920,  was  66.8,  in  April,  91.9,  in  May,  70.0,  in  June,  71.9,  in  July, 
69.3,  in  August,  63.9,  in  September,  68.6,  in  October,  61.4,  in  Novem- 
ber, 64.9,  and  in  December,  64.7.  These  two  statements,  considered 
together,  indicate,  according  to  the  respondent,  that  for  the  early 
months  of  1920  the  inability  of  the  respondent  to  care  for  cars  reqm- 
Bitioned  was  due  in  part,  at  least,  to  lack  of  motive  power.    Be- 
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spondent'B  chief  of  motive  power  testified  that  anything  over  50  per 
cent  of  lay-over  repreeents  an  abnormal  condition.  The  majority  re- 
port points  oat  that  the  respondent  has  not  established  any  direct 
connection  between  the  large  percentage  of  lay-over  and  the  large 
nomber  of  locomotives  undergoing  or  awaiting  repairs.  However 
speculative  the  connection  may  have  been,  it  is  apparent  that  the 
management  was  faced  in  March,  1920,  with  a  ctmdition  and  not 
theory.  Traffic  was  increasing  rapidly  and  waa  accompanied  by  de- 
mands for  service  which  the  respondent  was,  onder  the  conditions 
then  prevailing,  unable  to  meet. 

The  number  of  its  locomotives  then  undergoing  and  awaiting  class 
repairs  and  uncIassiSed  repairs  requiring  24  hours  or  over  was  Iftrge, 
amounting  to  over  18  per  cent  of  all  of  its  locomotives,  and  the  cli- 
mated number  of  locomotives  (724)  due  for  repairs  at  the  end  of  the 
ensuing  month  gave  no  hope  for  improvement  in  the  situation.  Be- 
Bpondent's  chief  of  motive  power  testified  that  anything  over  12  per 
cent  of  bad-order  locomotives  represented  a  bad  condition,  and  the 
manager  of  the  department  of  equipment  for  the  Kailroad  Adminis- 
tration testified  that  12  per  cent  would  be  too  high  in  a  period  of 
"extreme  business." 

Under  the  circumstances  it  was  certainly  incumbent  upon  the  man- 
agement to  do  everything  possible  to  bring  the  Pennsylvania  system 
to  the  utmost  of  operating  efficiency,  and  if  the  condition  of  motive 
power  interfered  or  was  likely  to  interfere  in  any  respect  with  the 
movement  of  traffic  offered,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  management  to 
rectify  that  condition  at  once. 

What,  then,  was  the  capacity  of  the  Pennsylvania  shops  for  loco- 
motive repairsl  The  actual  output  of  such  shops  for  classified  re- 
pairs for  the  preceding  year  had  averaged  480  per  month,  if  we  accept 
the  investigators'  figures,  and  the  highest  output  in  any  one  month 
was  5^  in  July,  1919.  The  majority  report  summarizes  estimates  of 
capacity,  made  at  various  times  and  under  various  conditions,  some 
of  which  include  shops  omitted  from  others.  A  circular  letter  from 
respondent's  chief  of  motive  power  to  general  superintendents  of 
motive  power  sent  March  2,  1920,  specified,  by  company  shops,  the 
monthly  output  of  classified  repairs  which  it  was  desired  to  maintain 
as  the  minimum,  and  the  aggregate  of  such  repairs  amounted  to  525. 
The  discrepancy  in  the  number  of  shops  included  within  the  various 
reports  is  explained' by  the  fact  that  from  time  to  time  classified  re- 
pairs were  made  in  roundhouses  or  other  places  not  specialty  equipped 
or  nsnalty  available  for  repairs  of  that  character.  It  is  explained, 
further,  that  the  larger  estimates  of  capacity  were  based  upon  the 
asBomption  that  the  output  of  clasified  repairs  in  any  particular 
riiop  whose  capacity  was  estimated  would  not  be  subject  to  interfer- 
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ence  by  hesry  ruimiiig  repaira,  but  u  a  pnctical  nuttnr  anch  inter- 
ference  was  bound  to  oeeae.  Beqpondmt's  chief  of  motiva  power 
testified  that  the  total  of  626  aEBgned  to  the  shops  by  the  areolar 
letter  of  March  2, 1930,  was  baaed  np(m  Oie  desire  of  the  manageoMat 
to  bring  preffiore  to  bear  upon  its  shc^  superintendeota  to  incxeam 
the  output  and  represented  a  total  hoped  for  but  not  entirely  expected. 
He  said  that  the  output  of  625  conld  be  expected  "every  time  yoo 
push  and  you  can  take  care  of  the  running  work."  The  average  out- 
put for  the  six  months  immediately  following  Qm  tenninalitm  of 
federal  control,  when  respondent  admittedly  was  pushing  its  shops 
to  capacity,  was,  according  to  respondent's  figures,  almost  exactly  525, 
being  6^33. 

Although  the  respondent's  chief  of  motive  power  testified  at  the 
hearing  that  in  his  opinion  the  average  capacity  of  the  shops  for 
classified  repairs  was  500  per  mouth,  it  would  seem  from  the  evidence 
that  the  respondent  would  have  beoi  justified  on  the  let  of  March, 
1920,  in  assuming  Uiat  under  favorable  condituma  an  average  ca- 
pacity of  625  classified  repairs  per  month  could  be  obtained  during 
the  ensuing  few  months  and  at  the  same  time  heavy  running  re- 
pairs be  maintained.  It  is  argued  in  the  majority  report  that  assum- 
ing a  shop  capacity  of  525,  the  average  monthly  output  for  the  year 
under  respondent's  figures  was  but  483,  and  therefore  42  bdow  tbe 
desired  minimum.  It  is  then  reasoned  that  by  using  its  shops  to  (be 
full  capacity  of  525,  tbe  respondent  could  have  cared  for  the  200 
locomotives  sent  to  Baldwin's  in  five  months,  or  in  seven  montha 
under  the  investigators'  figures  as  to  output,  the  former  figure  being 
well  within  the  time  consumed  by  tbe  Baldwin  plant.  This  certainly 
is  close  figuring  to  the  point  of  danger,  but  it  is  impossible  to  apply 
this  argument  to  the  facts  shown.  I  have  already  pointed  oat  Utat 
the  average  monthly  output  for  the  six  montha  immediately  follow- 
ing federal  control  was  approximately  625  and  it,  tlierefore,  equaled 
the  estimated  capacity.  This  is  the  only  period  that  can  be  consid- 
ered witii  any  justice  to  the  respondent,  for  the  whole  purpose  of 
■ending  the  locomotives  in  question  to  the  outside  shop  was  to  restore 
them  to  use  in  time  for  the  expected  summer  and  fall  business.  Tbe 
contract  called  for  their  delivery  in  from  three  to  four  montha  from 
the  delivery  of  the  first  engine,  and  the  last  of  them  was  in  fact  de- 
livered on  September  18,  1920.  The  question  is  not  whrtbar  these 
locomotives  could  hare  been  repaired  in  the  Pennsylvania  shops  sonM 
time  within  the  ensuing  year,  but  whether  they  could  have  been  re- 
paired very  early  in  the  year.  The  testimony  is  conclusive  that  Uiey 
could  not,  for  without  them  the  shops  were  worked  to  their  full  ca- 
pacity of  626  for  the  six  months  following  the  making  of  the  contract. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  evidence  to  indicate  that  th«  shop  capaci^ 
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of  the  respondent  oould  htv«  been  mcmsed  materially  beyond  the 
output  shown  during  the  six  months  in  question.  Much  less  is  there 
anything  to  indicate  that  respondent's  officials  had  any  reason  to 
expect  as  of  the  10th  of  March,  1920,  that  a  great«-  output  could  be 
obtained.  Indeed,  we  can  not  impute  to  thun  as  of  that  time  knowl- 
edge of  capacity  equal  to  the  output  actually  achieved  later.  The 
capacity  of  525  was  then  merely  an  estimate.  At  that  time,  according 
to  the  investigators'  figures,  the  respondent  had  in  its  shops  711  loco- 
motives undergoing  or  awaiting  classified  repairs  (601  according  to 
its  own  exhibit)  and  from  700  to  800  locomotives  undergoing  un- 
classified heavy  repairs.  According  to  reports  from  the  field,  724 
locomotives  then  at  work  were  due'for  classified  repairs  at  the  end 
of  the  ensuing  month.  The  amount  of  work  aent  out  was  compara- 
tively small,  its  cost  proving  to  be  only  4.6  per  cent  of  the  total  ex- 
penditures during  the  year  for  locomotive  repairs.  The  effect  of 
soiding  it  out  in  March,  1920,  was  to  relieve  the  pressure  of  work 
upon  the  Feimsylvania  shops  during  an  extremely  critical  period. 

The  only  question  that  remains  is  whether  the  contract  in  question 
was  providently  made  or  involved  unreasonable  expenditures.  The 
costs  under  the  Baldwin  contract  were  greatly  in  excess  of  the  costs 
of  similar  work  in  the  respondent's  shops,  assuming  capacity  in  the 
Pennsylvania  shops  to  make  the  repairs.  It  is  apparent,  however, 
from  the  foregoing  discussion  that  such  capacity  did  not  exist  at 
any  time  during  the  period  of  the  contract.  If  made  at  home,  it 
would  have  been  necessary  to  postpone  the  making  of  the  repairs 
until  after  the  great  need  for  locomotives  had  passed,  and  this  would 
have  resulted  in  a  loss  of  income  which  might  well  have  more  than 
offset  the  large  amount  spent  for  repairs.  There  is  testimony  indi- 
cating average  earnings  per  freight  locomotive  ranging  from  $12,000 
to  $17,600  monthly  during  the  latt«r  half  of  l&SO. 

The  concurring  opinicms  evince  a  point  of  view  which  helps  to 
account  for  the  error  into  which  I  think  the  majority  has  fallen. 
They  urge  that  the  fact  of  chief  public  interest  "  is  the  discrepancy 
between  the.  cost  of  the  contract  work  done  by  the  Baldwin  shops, 
and  the  cost  of  precisely  similar  work  done  in  respondent's  shops." 
Tbe  comparison  "between  system  shop  repairs  at  approximately 
$9,000  per  locomotive  and  contract  shop  repairs  at  approximately 
$25^000  per  locomotive  "  is  made  all  persuasive.  Only  rarely,  if  ever, 
can  half  the  story  lead  to  just  decision.  In  this  case,  as  everywhere, 
&ilare  to  utilize  the  available  material  of  important  basic  facts  is 
to  build  conclusion  without  sound  foundation.  Obviously,  the  help- 
fol  comparison  in  this  case  is  not  between  $9,000  and  $25,000,  but 
between  $9,000  and  that  figure  less  than  $25,000  which  would  remain 
after  deducting  the  earnings  of  the  locomotives  which  the  company 
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was  able  to  enjoy  as  the  result  of  making  the  repairs  outside,  llie 
majority  opinion,  while  lecognizing  that  the  earning  capacity  of 
a  locomotive  ranged  upward  from  $12,000  to  $17,000  monthly, 
ignores  as  an  element  in  the  determination  of  the  net  ooet  of  the 
repairs,  the  additional  earnings  which  the  locomotives  made  becaose 
they  were  sent  out  The  respondent's  officials,  when  they  entered 
into  the  contract  for  the  repairs,  of  course,  as  practical  business  men, 
considered  not  only  what  the  probable  grosB  cost  of  such  repairs 
would  be,  but  what  the  actual  net  cost  would  be,  in  view  of  the  prob- 
able earnings  of  the  locomotives  restored  to  service  after  repairs  in 
outside  shops. 

If  testimony  as  to  subsequent  happenings  is,  as  claimed  by  the 
majority,  relevant  as  illustrating  the  state  of  mind  on  March  10, 
the  testimony  r^arding  the  earnings  of  returned  locomotives  obvi- 
ously is  of  tiie  greatest  importance  in  the  ascertainment  of  the  net 
cost  of  the  repairs.  The  locomotive  service  months  made  by  the 
200  locomotives  after  their  return  were  as  follows,  during  the  yen 
1920:  April,  7.6;  May,  38.77;  June,  73;  July,  113;  August,  1585; 
September,  191.06;  and  October,  November,  and  Deconber,  200 
each,  or  an  aggregate  of  restored  service  months  of  1,181.63  for  the 
year.  While  the  earnings  per  locomotive  prior  to  August  are  noi 
shown,  the  inference  that  for  the  prior  months  they  earned  $10,000 
per  month  is  warranted.  Taking  this  figure  for  the  prior  months 
and  the  figures  shown  by  the  record  and  conceded  by  the  majority 
report  for  August  and  subsequent  months,  gross  earnings  on  returned 
locomotives  te  the  end  of  August,  prior  to  the  date  of  the  retnm 
of  the  last  locomotive  on  September  19,  were  upwards  of  $4,800,000 
and  to  the  end  of  December  upwards  of  $15,000,000.  While  these 
earnings  were  gross,  treating  the  tonnage  which  earned  than  as 
additional  tonnage,  and  charging  them  with  locomotive  maintenanoe, 
fuel,  engine  and  train  crews,  and  any  other  incidentals  pn^>erty 
chargeable,  it  is  obvious  that  net  earnings  were  a  very  considerable 
sum — sufficient  perhaps  by  the  end  of  August  to  have  defrayed  the 
entire  excess  cost  in  question.  Certainly  the  net  earnings  throughout 
the  year  were  far  in  excess.  Even  though  from  the  company  point 
of  view  only  net  earnings  could  be  used  in  reduction  of  groBs  repair 
costs,  it  was  obvious  that  to  the  shipping  public  the  service  fur- 
nished by  the  locomotives  was  not  only  worth  what  the  public  paid 
in  gross  earnings,  but  far  in  excess  tiiereof.  The  pubKc  service 
rendered  in  sending  out  these  locomotives,  whatever  may  have  been 
the  effect  upon  the  respondent,  justified  the  action.  If  it  be  said 
that  there  is  uncertainty  respecting  the  amount  of  net  earnings,  it 
is  certain  that  they  were  substantial,  and  failure  to  consider  than 
makes  a  comparison  between  $9,000  and  ^6/)00  of  no  value.  In 
forming  my  opinion  I  can  not  ignore  an  element  so  foadamentoj. 

sBLaa 


0OF6TBnCTI0N  AMD  REPAIB  OF  RT.  BQUIPICBST:  VESTS.  H.  B,     728 

The  record  is  conclusive  that  the  locomotives  could  not  have  been 
repaired  in  the  company  shops  prior  to  September  1,  becaose  dur- 
ing the  first  BIX  months  after  the  making  of  the  contract  the  shops 
were  running  at  full  capacity  on  other  work.  The  company  urgently 
needed  these  locomotives  and  could  not  handle  the  bnsiaesB  even 
with  them.  Chief  of  motive  power  Wallis  testified  on  page  lltl 
of  the  record  as  follows : 

Brer^bodr  kiiovs  that  In  tbe  early  part  at  the  year  tbere  were  dUlciiltteB 
In  getting  men,  and  certain  conditions  on  many  rallroada;  and  my  fllee  Bbow 
I  conttnuaUy  bammered  at  people  to  get  the  output,  to  get  tbe  output  per 
month. 

At  page  478  he  testified: 

Q.  It  Is  year  Judgment  that  th«  fadlltlea  available  wen  used  to  tlielT  full 
capacity  during  that  period  to  turn  out  tbe  locomotlveB?  A.  I  have  so  testlSed 
and  they  were.    Tee,  air. 

Q.  Then,  If  we  had  not  had  these  200  locomottvea  we  would  have  been  that 
mncb  more  short  ot  meeting  the  demands  of  the  public.    A.  Tea,  sir. 

Afr.  Wallis  was  not  disputed,  and  as  against  his  testimony  earlier 
estimates  of  different  officials  as  to  what  could  be  done,  looking  to 
the  future,  based  upon  various  assumptions,  can  have  no  avail — 
particularly  where,  as  in  this  case,  it  is  shown  that  such  estimates 
were  not  justified  by  subsequent  events.  Undue  importance  has  been 
attached  to  the  earlier  estimates  referred  to.  It  was  shown  that 
the  larger  estimates  of  capacity  included  in  their  aggregate  an 
estimate  of  capacity  for  repairs  in  various  roundhouses  and  Qther 
places  not  usually  available  for  classified  repairs.  Referring  to  the 
largest  estimate  made,  Mr.  Wallis  said,  on  page  467  of  the  testimony: 

It  is  my  understanding  of  those  statements  that  It  was  desired  to  specify 
what  was  the  maximum  capacity  of  that  particular  place,  of  the  particular 
place  that  we  rqwrted.  Each  place  was  speclflcaUy  referred  to.  It  was  the 
Idea  that  you  should  report  on  that  statement  what  was  the  maximum  num- 
ber of  classlBed  repairs  that  could  be  done  at  that  place,  free  from  interference 
of  other  things,  and  where  there  was  interference  from  other  tbinga,  a  suit- 
able deduction  had  to  be  made  from  the  maximum  figure,  from  the  figure 
rcfwrted. 

Q.  Did  you  report,  then.  In  that  column  what  yon  could  do  at  these  various 
points  if  you  were  not  doing  any  other  repair  work? 

A.  That  Is  exactly  what  J  have  testified ;  if  the  lepsir  woA  was  not  In- 
terfered wltb — U  tUs  daseifled  work  was  not  iaterfered  with  by  any  oth« 
thing. 

Belief  that  the  shops  had  a  capacity  in  excess  of  S26  classified 
repairs  per  month,  under  the  conditions  prevailing,  is  not  war- 
ranted. 

During  the  first  six  months  of  1920,  the  shops  were  working  to 
foil  capacity  and  working  ovutime.  It  ia  impossible  to  get  away 
from  these  facta    On  page  30  Mr.  Wallis  testified : 
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We  could  not  bave  made  th«  rqwln,  to  ■tert  wlUi,  witbotit  increaaliis  our 
plant,  and  Increaelng  mil  tbOM  accounts  tbat  go  along  with  that  pnqmsiUon. 
*  ■  *  So  It  waa  an  ImposidbUltj  for  ns  to  do  the  work.  It  was  ont  of 
the  qoeetton.  Our  shops,  most  of  our  shop^  were  double  tarn.  Oar  contiol- 
Ung  machinea  were  op  to  their  capadtj,  In  three  tricks  in  moet  cases. 

That  the  shops  were  working  overtime  during  the  early  months 
of  1920  ie  further  shown  hy  the  testimony  of  witness  Wallis,  at 
page  504. 

It  has  been  urged  in  support  of  the  majority  report  that  tba 
aggregate  of  all  repairs  made  upon  the  system  was  less  in  1920  than 
it  was  in  1919.  The  comparison  ia  faUacious.  We  are  concerned  in 
this  investigation  with  output  of  classified  repairs  only,  and  the 
reoord  shows  that  the  output  of  such  repairs  in  1920  was  greater 
than  that  attained  in  any  preceding  year  shown  in  the  record. 
"Aggregate  of  repairs "  is  without  significance.  In  the  record  ag- 
gregate of  repairs  has  only  to  do  with  the  number  of  repair  opera- 
tions and  gives  no  indication  of  the  amount  of  work  done  in  esch 
operation  or  in  the  aggregate.  One  classified  repair  requiring  two 
months  would  be  the  equivalent  of  60  running-repair  operations, 
each  requiring  one  day,  assuming  the  same  number  of  men  to  be 
at  work.  The  misunderstanding  of  the  testimony  here  shown,  in 
view  of  the  unprecedented  record  for  classified  repairs  in  1920, 
accounts  for  and  disposes  of  the  expression  in  one  of  the  concur- 
ring reports  "that  the  invocation  of  ont«ide  assistance  was  not 
concurrently  backed  hy  appropriate  efforts  in  respondent's  own 
shops,"  The  fact  that  there  was  such  a  large  output  of  classified 
repairs  furnishes  explanation  of  the  falling  off  in  the  total  number 
of  repair  operations.  Moreover,  the  traffic  demands  of  the  system 
were  such  in  1920  as  to  indicate  that  locomotives  were  shopped  only 
when  absolutely  necessary,  resulting  in  a  falling  off  in  the  total 
number  of  repairs,  i.  e.,  repair  operations. 

Any  theoretical  or  absbiuit  objection  to  the  contract  because  U 
was  not  entered  into  after  competitive  bidding,  or  because  of  any 
of  the  terms  which  it  contained,  or  of  the  manner  in  which  the  work 
was  to  be  done  or  paid  for  under  it,  is  out  of  place  when  coming 
from  us,  because  we,  who  made  the  record,  have  failed  to  show  that 
any  better  terms  were  avail^le.  The  bnrden  of  the  attack  was 
upon  us,  and  it  was  incumbent  upon  us  to  show,  by  affirmative  testi- 
mony, that  this  particular  contract  was  not  justified  by  the  condi- 
tions under  which  it  was  made.  We  do  not  know  whether  any  better 
terms  could  have  been  obtained  and  therefore  can  not  find  agminat 
what  was  done.  This  inquiry  respecting  the  outside  repain  tnade 
for  the  respondent  is  in  a  proceeding  which  involves  outside  repairs 
arranged  for  by  othw  earners.    A  comparison  of  the  respondent's 
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otmtimct  with  th«  othar  oontrtets  before  ub  doen  not  indicate  in 
the  reeptmdent's  contract  exceptional  charEcteristics  justifying  criti- 
cism. We  may  not  apply  abstract  theory  to  such  situations.  Nor 
may  we  indulge  in  assumptions,  impUcatiMis,  suppositiona,  and  pre- 
sumptions. 

Whatever  the  actual  net  cott  of  these  repairs  to  respondent  may 
have  been,  if  in  fact  the  earnings  of  locomotives  restored  to  service 
vrere  not  greater  than  the  repair  expenditure,  the  expenditures  were 
jostified  &om  the  point  of  view  of  the  management  in  March,  1920, 
when  it  faced  the  uncertainties  of  the  coming  year.  It  was  not  time 
to  hesitate  when  the  public  service  depended  on  the  amount  of  avail- 
able motive  power.  To  have  taken  chances  with  the  8Up]dy  of  loco- 
motives would  have  been  to  gamble  at  the  risk  of  public  welfare. 
The  evidence  all  goes  to  show  that  the  decision  made  had  ample  war- 
rant in  the  facts  before  those  who  made  it  and  was  justified  by  sub- 
sequent events.  We  have  not  been  erected  into  a  supreme  directorate 
of  all  the  railways  of  the  country,  and  I  conceive  that  it  would 
be  beyond  our  province  and  unwise  to  criticize  those  who  are  respon- 
sible, even  if  in  the  exercise  of  their  judgment  we  thought  an  error 
had  been  made. 

Lewis,  CommisaioTiar,  dissenting. 

I  am  not  in  accord  with  the  majority.  The  cost  of  repairs  under 
the  Baldwin  contract  undoubtedly  was  higher  Uian  had  the  work 
been  done  in  the  Pennsylvania's  shops.  As  it  transpired,  the  Penn- 
sylvania could  have  made  the  repairs  later  in  the  year.  These,  how- 
ever, are  not  the  controlling  factora  If  judgment  is  to  be  passed  it 
must  be  on  the  question  of  whether,  in  Mardi,  1920,  the  company 
was  justified  in  sending  the  work  out. 

At  that  time  the  carriers  were  facing  the  return  of  their  properties 
from  government  operation.  This  was  a  national  policy  adopted 
by  Congress,  approved  by  the  Railroad  Administration  and  by  the 
country.  There  was  general  recognition  that  private  operation  was 
then  put  on  final  trial.  Traffic  was  heavy.  Complaints  were  general. 
There  were  repeated  warnings  that  service  must  be  improved.  Them 
was  every  reason  to  anticipate  the  still  greater  demands  which  came 
in  the  spring,  summer,  and  early  fall  of  1920.  Under  all  these 
conditions  the  company  was  under  obligation  to  make  every  effort 
not  only  to  maintain  but  to  improve  its  facilities  for  transportation. 
Motive  power  was  the  vital  traffic-moving  element  Locomotives  in 
repair  had  an  earning  power  in  excess  of  $12,000  a  month.  More 
important,  however,  was  that  on  an  adequate  supply  of  motive  power 
depended  both  the  success  or  failure  of  private  operation  and  the 
high  iadostrial  and  commercial  activity  of  the  country. 
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The  decline  in  traffic  in  the  latter  mcmths  of  1990  could  not  be 
foreseen.  This  CcnnmissioD  in  authorizing  rates  to  yield  a  definite 
return  upon  the  values  of  the  carriers'  properties  was  unable  several 
monUis  later  and  after  a  aeries  of  hearings  of  national  scope,  to 
predict  the  collapse  of  traffic  then  onl;  a  few  weeks  distant.  I  can 
not,  therefore,  concur  in  a  condemnation  tiiat,  in  light  of  a  specific 
finding  that  no  ulterior  or  dishonest  motives  were  shown,  must  rest 
on  conditions  which  arose  subsequent  to  sending  the  needed  loctHoo- 
tives  to  outside  shops.  The  contract  was  made  without  competitive 
bidding  and  on  the  cost-plus  basis.  However,  it  was  made  in  a 
period  n^kde  historic  by  reckless,  loose  contracting  in  all  business 
and  at  a  time  when  the  cost-plus  contracting  system,  widely  em- 
ployed by  the  government  itself,  had  not  fallen  into  discredit. 

My  objections  to  the  adoption  of  such  a  policy  are,  however,  more 
fundamental. 

First :  The  government  has  decided  against  government  manage- 
ment of  the  railroads.  It  has  set  up  regulation  and  has  definitely 
adopted  a  policy  of  protectioa.  Charges  for  services  may  be  levied 
to  meet  only  the  requirements  of  honest,  effici^it,  and  economical 
management.  The  record  does  not  give  warrant  for  condemnation 
on  the  ground  of  dishonesty  or  inefficiency.  The  pressdng  considera- 
tion in  March,  1920,  was  service,  and  whatever  might  be  said  in 
criticism  on  the  ground  of  uneconomical  management  disappears 
when  there  is  taken  into  consideration  the  earning  power  of  locomo- 
tives in  service. 

Second :  The  adoption  of  a  polity  of  condemnation  is  dangerous. 
The  prosperity  of  the  country  is  dependent  oa  exercise  of  broadest 
vision  and  boldest  initialdvs  by  those  in  charge  of  the  railroad 
facility.  Kesponsibility  Ediould  not  be  impaired  by  intimidation 
and  menace  of  public  censure  except  in  instances  of  most  extreme 
provocation.  Management  having  been  placed,  as  a  national  policy, 
in  the  hands  of  the  railroad  ezecntives,  the  government  should  not 
condemn  actions  that  appear  when  taken  to  he  to  the  best  interest 
of  all  concerned,  except  upon  a  conclusive  showing  of  improper 
motives  or  public  injury. 

CoKKiSBioifEBs  Haix,  Danixu,  aod  Cahfbeu.  also  dissent. 

e6i.ac. 
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No.  12066. 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  REPAIR  OF  RAILWAY 

EQUIPMENT. 

ATLANTIC  COAST  LINE  RAILROAD  COMPANY, 


BubmUtea  JfOv  2i,  1921.    Decided  Varoh  7, 192£. 


CoDtractB  negotiated  by  the  Atlantic  Coast  Line  Railroad  Company  In  1920  for 
tlie  repair  of  30  of  Ita  locomotives  by  the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works, 
although  bAned  upon  excessive  cosU,  not  found,  la  the  circumstances  dis- 
closed, to  have  been  unwarranted. 

George  B.  Elliott  for  Atlantic  Coast  Line  Railroad  Compan;. 
respondent. 

Richard  B.  Gregg  for  railway  employed'  department,  Americaa 
Federation  of  Labor,  and  affiliated  organizations,  interveners. 

RepoBT  or  thb  Cohhissiok. 
Bt  the  Coumission: 

This  report  relates  to  locomotive  equipment  of  the  re^ondent, 
Atlantic  Coast  Line  Railroad  Company,  and  is  pursuant  to  an 
investigation,  instituted  upon  our  own  motion,  to  determine  whether 
common  carriers  by  railroad  subject  to  the  interstate  commerce  act 
have  caused  or  are  causing  certain  of  their  locomotives  or  other 
equipment  to  be  constructed  or  repaired  at  construction  or  repair 
shops  other  than  their  own,  and  have  purchased  or  are  purchasing 
from  or  through  such  shops  material  and  supplies  used  in  such 
construction  or  repair,  at  costs  in  excess  of  those  for  similar  work 
in  their  own  shops,  including  material  and  supplies  therefor,  in 
disregard  of  efficient  and  economical  management,  resulting  in  un- 
reasonable expenditures,  or  otherwise  contrary  to  law. 

Agreeably  with  our  order  of  investigation  and  prior  to  the  hear- 
ing in  the  particular  matter,  one  of  our  locomotive  inspectors  and 
one  of  our  examiners  of  accounts,  hereinafter  called  the  inves- 
tigators, made  a  detailed  examination  of  respondent's  shop  records 
and  of  pertinent  records  of  the  United  States  Railroad  Administra- 
tion and  of  this  Commission.  The  case  is  submitted  upon  the  data 
introduced  in  evidence  by  them  and  by  respondent,  supplemented 
by  some  additional  evidence  by  a  representative  of  the  Railroad 
Administration  and  by  further  data  prepared  by  respondent  at  the 
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request  of  the  interveners  and  introduced  on  behalf  of  the  latter. 
Class  and  running  repairs,  hereinafter  referred  to,  are  described  in 
the  margin  of  our  report  concerning  locomotives  in  the  PetmayU 
vama  Railroad  Company  Case,  66  I.  C.  C,  694,  at  page  696.  Tlie 
term  reqwndent  is  also  used  to  refer  to  the  system  lines  during  fed- 
eral control. 

About  the  middle  of  1919,  in  anticipation  of  a  heavy  citrus-fruit 
movement  and  a  heavy  tourist  travel  in  the  following  winter  months, 
respondent's  present  executive  vice  president,  then  federal  manager 
of  the  ^stem,  took  up  with  the  regional  director  the  question  of 
having  30  locomotives,  needing  class-2  repairs  or  heavier,  repaired 
in  outside  shops.  Nothing  was  accomplished  at  that  time,  and  in 
August  a  shopmen's  strike,  which  suspended  repair  work  for  about 
18  days,  aggravated  the  motive-power  situation.  It  appears  that 
most  of  the  preliminary  negotiations  were  conducted  orally,  but  four 
telegrams  on  the  subject  were  introduced  in  evidence.  After  some 
delay,  and  on  November  25,  the  federal  manager  wired  the  regional 
director  that  the  system  had  over  100  locomotives  awaiting  shop, 
which,  because  of  scarcity  of  mechanics  and  for  other  reasons,  could 
not  be  put  in  serviceable  condition  to  meet  the  approaching  winter's 
demands,  and  asked  if  the  assistance  of  other  shops  could  be  had. 
On  the  following  day  the  regional  director  replied  that  he  was  un- 
certain of  the  attitude  of  other  railroads  at  the  time,  it  having  then 
been  supposed  that  federal  control  would  end  with  the  calendar 
year,  and  recommended  communication  with  the  American  Loco- 
motive Company  or  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works  to  ascertain  if  re- 
lief could  be  had  from  one  or  both.  Later,  the  matter  was  taken 
up  with  the  Railroad  Administration  at  Washington.  By  wire  of 
January  8,  1920,  the  regional  director  asked  the  Administration  if 
arrangements  could  be  made  for  the  repair  of  50  of  respondent's 
Pacific-type  locomotives  in  other  railroad  shops,  preferably  Norfolk 
&  Western.  The  Administration  replied  that  there  was  no  available 
space  in  railroad  shops,  but  mentioned  as  available  for  prcnnpt 
handling  the  Richmond,  Va.,  shops  of  the  American  Locomotive 
Company,  and  suggested  that  the  respondent  corporation,  as  the 
Director  General's  successor,  effect  a  contract  with  that  company 
with  a  view  to  prompt  action. 

It  appearing,  upon  opening  negotiations  with  the  Baldwin  and 
American  plants,  that  neither  then  desired  to  take  30  locomotives  at 
once,  surveys  of  the  engines  were  made  and  succesdve  bids  wen 
secured  for  the  repair  work  in  three  lots  of  10  locomotives  each.  The 
Baldwin  bid  of  $230,000  having  been  the  lower,  a  contract  with  that 
concern  at  that  figure  for  the  first  10  was  signed  January  10,  1920. 
A  8ec<nid  contract  of  like  tenor  was  made  April  IT,  1920.    Because 
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the  Baldwin  bid  of  $267,000  for  the  tbird  lot  was  deemed  too  high,  a, 
contract  waa  entered  into  with  that  plant  on  a  cost-plus  basis,  maxi- 
mum ^0,000,  November  29, 1920. 

Respondent's  business,  which  seasonall;  is  at  its  peak  from  Decem- 
ber  to  May,  had  been  steadily  growing  and  bad-order  locomotives  had 
accumulated.  In  November,  1916,  respondent  had  ordered  20  new 
superheater  Pacific-type  locomotives,  which  were  delivered  late  in 
1917  and  in  1918,  but  8  of  which  were  diverted  to  other  lines.  In 
1018  the  Railroad  Administration  allotted  to  respondeut's  system  54 
locomotives  from  other  lines,  mostly  secondhand,  but  including  15 
Russian  decapods.  Prior  to  the  war  respondent's  policy  had  been  to 
shop  its  locomotives  after  having  run  76,000  miles,  but  this  was  im- 
possible during  the  war,  and  on  July  1, 1919,  there  were  on  hand  138 
locomotives  that  had  made  over  100,000  miles  each.  On  the  same  date 
75  were  undergoing  class  repairs,  64  were  awaiting  such  repairs,  and 
65  had  been  set  aside  for  disposition.  Because  of  the  demands  upon 
the  motive  power,  locomotives  had  been  worked  in  **  chain  gang  ** 
arrangement — first  in,  first  out — making  it  impossible  to  keep  up 
repair  work  in  the  company's  shops.  Daring  federal  control  some  of 
respondent's  locomotives  were  repaired  in  Norfolk  &  Western  and 
Southern  railway  shops. 

The  30  locomotives  required  heavy  class  repairs,  not  less  than  class 
9,  including  new  fire  boxes  and  in  many  cases  heavy  repairs  to 
boilers  and  the  addition  of  superheaters.  Respondent's  principal 
shops  are  at  Waycross,  0&-,  and  Rocky  Mount,  N.  C,  and  the  Way- 
cross  shop  was  the  only  one  that  conld  build  fire  boxes.  The  records 
of  respondent's  application  of  new  fire  boxes  disclose  1  in  1914,  3 
in  1915,  1  in  1916,  7  in  1917,  1  in  1918,  and  16  in  1919 ;  and  mean- 
time fire  boxes  had  been  welded  and  patched  until  that  makeshift 
could  be  continued  no  longer  and  new  fire  boxes  were  necessary.  In 
1920  respondent  applied  23  fire  boxes,  and  during  the  year  the  Bald< 
win  plant  applied  20  out  of  the  30  under  the  contracts.  A  short- 
age of  shopmen  c<Hitrihuted  to  respondent's  handicap,  and  men  re- 
fused to  go  to  Waycross  because  housing  conditions  there  were 
unusually  bad  and  dwellings  could  not  be  obtained  at  reasonable 
rentals. 

Respondent's  general  superintendent  of  motive  power  introduced 
in  evidence  certain  graphic  charts  to  illustrate  the  power  situation. 
One  indicates  that  the  number  of  locomotives  out  of  service  for 
class  and  running  repairs  requiring  24  hours  or  over  increased  from 
99  in  February,  1918,  the  low  point,  to  202  in  February,  1920; 
reached  a  peak  figure  of  355  in  September,  and  had  been  reduced 
to  203  by  February,  1921.  Another  indicates  that  of  the  total  on 
line  they  represented  nearly  34  pn-  cent  in  June,  1919,  with  a  de- 
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cline  in  the  latter  part  of  the  year  to  approximately  21  per  cent,  a 
gradual  increase  to  27.S  per  cent  in  Ssptember,  1920,  and  a  decline 
to  23.5  per  cent  in  December,  1920.  The  foregoing  figures  are  sub- 
ject to  modification,  however,  as  they  include  a  total  of  66  locomo- 
tives having  cylinders  less  than  16  inches  in  dlametw,  which  had 
been  set  aside,  for  disposition,  fnun  time  to  time  during  a  period 
from  May,  1914,  to  August,  lS2a  Of  the  total  number,  67  had 
been  set  aside  when  federal  control  ended.  Eliminating  them  from 
consideration,  tiie  number  proper  to  count  as  oat  of  service  would 
be  reduced  from  202  to  1S6,  and  the  corresponding  percentage  of 
the  remaining  total  on  line  would  be  reduced  fiK>m  23  to  16.6. 

It  appears  that  in  the  latter  part  of  Novembw,  1820,  a  few  days 
prior  to  the  date  of  the  third  contract,  respondent  made  eaiae  reduc- 
tions in  its  shop  forces,  principally  of  helpers,  apprentices,  and 
laborers,  but  including  a  few  boilermakers  and' blacksmiths.  At  the 
same  time  the  force  of  machinists  appears  to  have  been  slightly  in- 
creaaed.  As  far  as  the  record  goes,  respondent's  capacity  to  do  fire- 
box work  was  not  appreciably  affteted. 

While  the  investigators'  figures  indict  no  veFj  material  changes 
in  1919  and  1920  in  the  numbers  of  locomotives  that  received  class 
i-epairs,  the  ntunbers  in  and  awaiting  shop  for  all  repairs,  the 
numbers  of  serviceable  locomotives,  and  average  shop  forces,  and 
practically  confirm  respondent's  estimate  of  60  class  repairs  per 
month  as  its  maximum  output,  they  indicate  a  generally  increased 
output  of  heavy  running  repains  in  the  course  of  those  years.  They 
also  indicate  that  of  the  number  of  locomotives  out  of  service  at  the 
end  of  federal  control  a  high  percentage  required  class  repairs,  and 
this  was  generally  true  throughout  1919  and  1920. 

In  the  circumstances  disclosed  by  the  jeoord  much  of  the  detailed 
evidence  may  be  disregarded.  The  evidence  concerning  respondent's 
handicap  in  the  matter  of  fiie-boz  work  is  not  disputed,  and  otho'- 
wise  the  shops  and  roundhouses  appear  to  have  had  constantly  more 
than  their  capacity  quota  of  average  class  and  running  repair  woric 
during  the  period  in  question.  Some  new  locomotives  were  added 
during  the  year,  but  the  added  tractive  power  did  not  offset  the  bad> 
order  power. 

It  appears  of  record  that  in  April,  1919,  the  superintendent  of  the 
Waycross  shop  suggested  that  the  boilers  of  the  locomotives  then 
needing  new  fire  boxes  be  removed  from  the  running  gear  and 
stripped  and  sent  to  the  American  im-  Baldwin  plant  for  appUc^on 
of  fire  boxes  and  flues,  the  balance  of  the  repair  work  to  be  done  in 
respondent's  shops.  The  suggeeUon  seems  not  to  have  been  favor- 
ably considered,  and,  while  the  greater  portion  of  the  cost  of  the 
contract  work  is  represented  by  the  repair  of  the  machinery  of  the 
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lo(>oiiiotiTea,  the  record  is  devoid  of  evidence  which  would  indicate 
the  feasibility  or  economy  of  such  a  division  of  the  work  during 
the  period  in  question. 

While  the  record  indicates  that  the  contract  costs  were  excessive, 
nevertheless  they  appear  to  have  been  the  lowest  offered  to  respond- 
ent ;  and,  considering  the  character  of  the  necessary  vrork  to  be  done, 
the  limitation  of  the  contracts  to  locomotives  requiring  that  class  of 
repairs,  and  respondent's  shop  situation  which  necessitated  the  con- 
tracts for  seasonable  relief,  the  record  does  not  afford  grounds  for 
condemnation  of  the  action  taken. 
Hau^  Commissioner,  dissenting: 

"  Honest,  efficient  and  economical  management "  was  the  due  of 
every  corporation,  railroad  or  other,  before  those  words  were  written 
into  the  interstate  commerce  act.  The  duty  rests  upon  ofBcers  and 
directors  of  railroads,  but  not  by  virtue  of  that  act.  Failure  in  that 
duty  violates  no  provision  of  the  act  which  we  administer,  and  we 
hold  no  roving  commission  as  public  monitor  or  critic.  In  the 
plenitude  of  our  powers  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  they  do  not 
include  those  of  general  manager.  We  have  gone  beyond  our 
province  tn  this  investigation  and,  whatever  our  findings,  can  enter 
no  valid  order.  The  results  of  our  comparative  and  other  studies 
could  doubtless  be  made  helpful,  in  a  less  obtrusive  way,  to  those 
who  bear  responsibility  for  railroad  operation,  and  eonGtructtve  sug- 
gestions would  doubtless  be  welcomed  for  what  they  are  worth. 
With  such  a  course  I  would  be  and  am  in  full  accord.  But  I  dissent 
from  all  reports  in  this  investigation.  It  should  be  discontinued. 
PoTTEH,  Commissioner,  dissenting  in  part: 

I  dissent  from  the  finding  of  the  report  that  the  contract  costs 
of  the  work  in  question  were  excessive.  If,  as  we  have  found,  they 
were  the  lowest  offered  to  the  respondent,  and  the  record  does  not 
afford  grounds  for  condemnation,  we  should  find  that  the  costs  were 
not  in  fact  excessive  but  were  proper.  If  we  are  to  make  any  find- 
ing at  all  in  this  case,  the  carrier  is  entitled  to  an  affirmative  finding 
that  the  contracts  had  due  regard  for  efficient  and  economical  man- 
agement and  resulted  in  no  avoidable  or  unreasonable  expenditure. 
For  reasons  fully  set  forth  in  my  dissent  in  the  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road Company  Case,  66  I.  C.  C,  694,  I  think  in  this  matter  we  are 
acting  ontside  of  our  proper  field  and  that  the  proceeding  should  be 
discontinued. 
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No.  12066. 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  REPAIR  OF  RAILWAY 

EQUIPMENT. 

NEW  YORK  CBNTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


Submittea  July  8,  ISZl.    Decided  March  7,  latB. 


Under  contracts  negotiated  In  the  early  months  and  in  the  summer  of  1920 
witlt  certain  locomotive  conMmctlon  companies,  19B  locamoUves  of  tba 
New  York  Central  Railroad  Company  were  sent  to  the  contract  sbc^s  for 
classified  repairs.    Upon  InTestigatlon,  it  appears — 

1.  That  the  cost  to  respondent  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  $3,000,000  in  eiceoi 

of  the  cost  of  simitar  work  in  Its  own  shops ; 

2.  That  respondent  could  have  repaired  at  least  th6  greater  number  of  tbe 

locomotives  in  Its  own  shops  within  the  time  In  which  tho  ctmtract  work 
was  done, 

Clyde  Broton  for  Kew  York  CentraJ  Railroad  Companj,  re- 
spondent 

Richard  B.  Gregg  for  railway  employees'  departmeot,  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  and  affiliated  organizations,  interveners. 

Repokt  of  thx  Commission. 
Bt  the  Comhission: 

This  report  relates  to  locomotive  equipment  of  the  respondent 
New  York  Central  Railroad  Company,  lines  east  and  west  of  Buf- 
falo, N.  Y.,  and  is  in  pursuance  of  an  investigation,  instituted  upon 
our  own  motion,  to  determine  whether  common  carriers  by  railroad 
subject  to  the  interstate  commerce  act  have  caused  or  are  causing 
certain  of  their  locomotives  or  other  equipment  to  be  constructed  or 
repaired  at  construction  or  repair  shops  other  than  their  own,  and 
have  purchased  or  are  purchasing  from  or  through  such  shopa  ma- 
terial and  supplies  used  in  such  construction  or  repair,  at  costs  in 
excess  of  those  for  similar  construction  or  repairs  in  their  own  shops, 
including  material  and  supplies  therefor,  in  disregard  of  efficient 
and  economical  management,  resulting  in  unreasonable  expenditures, 
or  otherwise  contrary  to  law.  The  term  respondent  also  refers  to  the 
lines  during  federal  control. 

Preceding  the  hearing  in  this  particular  matter,  and  in  accordance 
with  our  order  which  instituted  the  general  investigation,  one  of  our 
locomotive  inspectors  and  one  of  our  examiners  of  accounts,  herein- 
after called  the  investigators,  made  an  examination  of  r 
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records,  together  with  pertinent  records  of  the  United  States  Rail- 
road Administration  and  of  this  Commission,  and  the  data  gathered 
therefrom  were  introduced  in  evidence.  Certain  additional  evidence 
was  submitted  by  representatives  of  the  Railroad  Administration 
and  by  the  interveners.  The  principal  evidence  for  respondent  was 
submitted  by  its  chief  engineer  of  motive  power  and  rolling  stock. 

Respondent  builds  no  locomotives,  but  maintains  shops  at  varioiis 
points  on  its  lines  for  the  repair  of  its  motive  power.  In  addition  to 
such  repairs  as  were  made  in  those  shops  during  1930,  respondent 
contracted  in  that  year  for  the  repair  oi  a  number  of  its  locomotivea 
by  the  American  Locomotive  Company,  having  shops  at  Schenectady 
and  Dunkirk,  if.  Y.,  the  Lima  Locomotive  Works,  Lima,  Ohio,  the 
Borne  Manufacturing  Company,  Rome,  X.  Y.,  and  the  Baldwin  Loco- 
motive Works,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  locomotives 
sent  to  the  contract  shops  had  been  built  by  tiw  American  I^ocomotive 
C<Hnpany.  Unless  otherwise  indicated,  the  references  herein  are  to 
the  class  repairs  which,  together  with  running  repairs,  are  described 
in  the  margin  of  our  report  concerning  locomotives  in  the  Pentuyl- 
vania  Railroad  Company  Cote,  66  I.  C.  C,  694,  at  page  696. 

The  contracts  were  not  uniform.  In  all  cases  test  locomotives  were 
first  sent  to  the  contract  shops  for  inspection,  jointly  by  representa- 
tives of  respondent  and  of  the  shops,  as  bases  for  bids  for  the  re- 
quired repairs,  and  contracts  at  flat  prices  thereafter  were  closed 
wiUi  all  except  the  Baldwin  plant.  The  Baldwin  contract  was  made 
on  a  cost-plus  basis,  that  is',  the  cost  of  materials  used,  at  stipulated 
prices,  and  of  direct  labor,  plus  120  per  cent  of  distributed  labor  to 
cover  all  overhead  expenses,  plus  16  per  cent  of  the  whole  for  profit ; 
respondent  having  deemed  Uiat  basis  more  favorable  than  the  flat 
prices  quoted.  The  Rome  contract  provided  for  the  repair  of  50 
locomotives,  with  the  option  on  respondent's  part,  after  40  had  been 
repaired,  of  extending  the  contract  to  cover  an  additional  50.  The 
contracts  with  the  Lima  and  American  shops  were  not  for  specified 
numbers.  The  Baldwin  contract  provided  for  the  repair  of  100  loco- 
motives. In  all,  112  locomotives  were  repaired  and  returned  under 
the  contracts  in  1920. 

According  to  respondent's  principal  wibiess,  the  contracts  were 
the  result  of  a  depreciated  condition  of  motive  power  toward  the 
end  of  federal  control.  This  condition  first  developed  on  the  lines 
west  of  Buffalo,  and  the  American  and  Lima  contracts,  negotiated 
in  January,  and  the  Rome  contract,  entered  into  in  March,  had  in 
contemplation  motive  power  of  the  lines  west  only.  It  was  not  on- ' 
til  the  latter  part  of  June  that  the  power  situation  on  the  lines  east 
reat^wd  a  stage  which  necessitated  the  repair  of  looomotiTes  from 
esLaa 
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that  r^OTi  in  contract  shops.  The  preceding  two  winters  had  been 
the  severest  in  respondent's  experience;  a  congested  car  situation 
developed  in  the  Toledo,  Ohio,  territory  in  January,  which  effect- 
ually Blockaded  the  Toledo  terminal  and  necessitated  embargoes 
against  traffic  movemeDts  through  it;  and  respondent  was  asked  to 
furnish  locomotives  to  assist  the  Pere  Marquette  Railroad  in  reli«v- 
ing  the  blockade,  some  of  which  were  supplied  by  the  lines  west,  and 
to  compensate  which  region  locomotives  were  transferred  thereto 
from  the  lines  east.  The  general  power  condition  then  being  ex- 
trraiely  bad  and  the  weather  severe,  with  a  prospective  heavy  traffic, 
^le  witness  was  asked  by  the  federal  manager  of  respondent's  lines, 
DOW  vice  president  in  charge  of  company  operations,  to  get  into 
touch  with  the  Bome  plftnt  to  obtain  relief  from  that  source.  The 
witness  did  so  and  also  opened  negotiations  with  the  American  and 
Lima  shops  for  the  same  purpose.  Contract  arrangements  with 
those  ooncems  having  been  made  in  January  and  March,  as  stateil, 
and  the  prosecution  of  repair  work  in  respondent's  and  the  contract 
shops  failing  to  keep  the  motive  power  abreast  of  the  traffic  de- 
mands, negotiations  with  the  Baldwin  plant  were  begun  in  June 
and  completed  in  August,  although  the  formal  contract  was  not 
signed  until  October  1.  Almost  all  of  the  repair  work  under  the 
sever^  contracts  was  performed  after  federal  control  ended. 

A  prefatory  explanation  is  necessary  to  an  understanding  of  the 
mileage  theory  upon  which  respondent  has  contrasted  motive-power 
conditions,  shop  performances,  and  results  as  between  the  periods 
preceding,  during,  and  following  federal  control  in  justification  of 
the  contracts.  Each  new  locomotive  of  the  several  classes  is 
assigned  a  oertain  potential  mileage,  based  on  experience,  which  it 
is  assumed  to  be  able  to  perform  between  shoppings  for  class  repairs; 
a  "new  "  locomotive  being  either  one  fresh  from  the  builder  or  one 
which  has  received  such  repairs  as  to  restore  its  capacity  to  perform 
a  full  term  of  service  in  the  district  and  class  of  service  in  which 
it  is  used.  To  this  assigned  mileage  respondent  attaches  significance 
only  in  connection  with  additions  and  retirements  and  in  estimating 
the  total  amount  of  power  available  at  any  given  time.  Maintenance, 
on  the  other  hand;  is  measured  in  terms  of  miles  run  out  in  service 
and  miles  restored  in  the  shops.  For  example,  a  locomotive  having 
an  assignment  of  50,000  pot^itial  miles  may  be  run  40,000  miles  and 
tiien  given  full-service  repairs,  in  which  case  the  shop  is  credited 
with  40,000  miles  restored.  The  aggregate  of  such  mileage  service 
restored  with  respect  to  all  locomotives  during  a  given  period  repre- 
sents shop  mileage  output  and  measures  the  capacity  of  the  shops 
to  restore  power  to  meet  service -mileage  demands.     If,  however,  at 
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the  md  oi  a  particular  t>eriod  of  service  a  looomotiTe  is  retired  as 
obsolete,  without  being  shopped,  its  assigned  mileage  is  deducted 
from  the  total  poww  reserve.  In  other  words,  the  ratio  of  the 
service  mileage  to  the  assigned  potential  mileage  is  taken  to  repre- 
sent the  general  omdition  and  to  indicate  the  further  serviceability 
of  each  locomotive,  while  shop  production  is  measured  by  restored 
service  mileages ;  and  the  differences  between  miles  run  out  in  service 
and  miles  restored,  in  connection  with  power  reserves  so  determined, 
inclusive  of  additions  and  retirements,  are  submitted  as  representing 
comparative  motive-power  conditions  and  prospects  in  the  several 
periods.  Respondent  submits  nothing  by  which  to  gauge  its  ^op 
capacity  in  the  sense  of  maximum  possible  output  of  class  repairs  and 
considers  such  an  ascertainment  impracticable. 

To  illustrate  the  requirements  in  respect  of  locomotive  service  as 
dependent  upon  and  proportionate  to  the  volume  of  traffic,  Teq>ond- 
ent  compares  the  operations  in  the  respective  periods,  as  indicated 
by  the  total  car-miles,  freight  and  passenger,  loaded  and  empty,  with 
the  corresponding  loc<Hnotiye-mile8,  as  follows: 


Tor  thra*  yeaiipTWMllngradanlooiitnil . 
AnDualaT*n««  olthathrN  jmn 

roi  tni,  bNTlNt  y  wr  at  ftdaMloinitnL. 

ForXmonthiofftdasladntrd 

Anuull  >««cica  of  the  38  monUu 

For  lut  11  monnia  ol  ledcrm]  santral 

Aiuiii4lBT«n|*of  UMUnumtbi 

FotlOnuiiiUitlollawiiiittdaialBOiitroL.. 

AlkDIul  nance  (bu*d  on  10  montbi). . . . 


IM>,gU,UT 
M,  301,  OH 


B1,71^I1I 


Respondent  points  out  that  the  average  annual  operation,  measured 
in  car-miles,  during  the  last  14  mouths  of  federal  control,  repre- 
sented a  decrease  of  12.S  per  cent  in  comparison  with  the  prefederal 
three-year  period,  while  the  corresponding  decrease  in  locomotive- 
miles  was  but  9.3  per  cent.  On  the  other  hand,  the  computed  or 
assumed  annual  averages  of  both  car-miles  and  locomotive-miles 
based  on  the  10  montlis  following  federal  control  were  6.2  per  cent 
in  excess  of  the  annual  averages  for  the  full  period  of  federal  con- 
trol. 

The  average  locomotive  ownership  in  the  respective  periods  was 
as  follows: 

For  three  yeari  preceding  federal  control 8, 181 

For  26  aoDtha  of  federal  control 8, 87S 


For  10  monttiB  following  faderal  oontrol 8,81 
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The  RTersge  ownership  during  federal  control  was  an  increaae  of 
7.69  per  cent  over  the  annual  average  for  the  preceding  period,  and 
the  average  for  the  third  period  was  an  increase  of  0.77  per  cent 
over  the  average  during  federal  control. 

The  average  tractive  power  per  loctnnotive  for  those  periods,  in 
pounds,  was — 


For  10  montliB  following  federal  control ST.  868 

The  average  tractive  power  per  locomotive  daring  federal  control 
increased  6.6  per  cent  over  the  average  for  the  preceding  period, 
and  during  the  last  period  increased  1.3  per  cent  over  the  period  of 
federal  control. 

The  average  aggregate  tractive  power,  io  pounds,  for  the  three 
periods  was — 

.  109.079,858 
.  124,871,« 


For  10  monthB  foUowiog  federal  control 128,888,66ft 

The  corresponding  successive  increases  were  14  per  cent  during 
federal  control  and  2.1  per  cent  in  the  last  period  over  the  pre- 
ceding period's  average. 

During  the  indicated  three-year  period  respondent  contracted  for 
the  construction  of  4S0  new  locomotives  and  for  166  convemons, 
making  a  total  of  645  modem  engines  provided  for,  or  an  annual 
average  of  216.  During  the  same  period  388  locmnotives  were  re- 
tired, an  annual  average  of  129,  leaving  a  net  annual  gain  of  86. 
During  1918  and  1919  the  Railroad  Administration  ctmtracted  for 
the  construction  of  120  new  locomotives,  an  annaal  average  of  60, 
and  retired  a  total  of  62,  an  annual  average  of  31,  witii  a  net 
annual  gain  of  29,  as  compared  with  86  during  the  preceding 
period.  In  this  connection  respondent  observes  that  failure  to 
retire  inadequate  or  obsolete  types  annually  results  in  a  deteriora- 
tion of  the  motive  power  generally.  While  respondent's  annaal 
obsolescence,  figured  at  4  per  cent  of  the  total  ownership  during 
the  three  years  preceding  federal  control,  is  shown  as  182  locomo- 
tives, respondent  retired  an  annual  average  of  129  during  that 
period,  retaining  an  annual  average  of  8  obsolete  locomotives. 
Reckoned  for  the  full  period  of  federal  control,  the  annual  average 
retirement  was  29,  with  an  annual  average  retention  of  103  obsolete 
locomotives  measured  by  respondent's  program.  At  the  same  time 
the  Kailroad  Administration  provided  for  60  new  locomotives  an- 
nually, as  against  respondent's  provision  for  an  average  of  216 
during  the  preceding  three  yeaia 
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As  indicative  of  the  serviceability  of  the  loctHnotives  owned  and 
their  ability  to  perform  mileage,  the  average  miles  run  per  month 
per  locomotive  in  service  are  shown  to  have  been — 

For  tbree  yeare  preceding;  federal  coDtrol 2, 827 

For  28  inonUiB  of  federal  coDtrol 2,  608 

Por  laat  14  inonUia  of  federal  control 2, 497 

For  10  moBtbs  foUowlug  federal  control 2, 900 

The  average  monthly  service  mileage  decreased  11.2  per  cent  during 
federal  control  as  a  whole  as  compared  with  the  preceding  period, 
and  the  oonresponding  decrease  for  the  last  14  months  of  federal 
control  was  11.6  per  cent.  During  the  ensuing  10-month  period 
there  was  an  increase  of  2.1  per  cent  over  the  full  period,  and  of 
2.S  per  cent  over  the  last  14  months,  of  federal  control. 

The  ratios  of  total  car-miles  to  total  locomotive-miles,  that  is,  th« 
car-miles  produced  per  loccunotive-mile  run,  were — 

For  three  years  preceding  federal  control 17. 9 

For  26  months  of  federal  coatrol 17,  B 

For  last  14  months  of  federal  control 17.4 

For  10  months  following  federal  control 17.  S 

If  the  ratio  for  the  antecedent  three-year  period  had  been  main* 
tained  throughout  federal  control  the  volume  of  traffic  handled  in 
the  latter  period  would  have  resulted  in  a  total  of  183,673,617  loco- 
motive-miles instead  of  the  186,985,617  miles  actually  run,  a  re- 
duction of  3,312,000  miles,  or  1.7?  per  cent.  Further,  if  the  monthly 
mileage  per  serviceable  locomotive  throughout  federal  control  had 
equaled  that  of  the  preceding  three  years  the  average  number  of 
locomotives  in  service  would  have  been  2,540  instead  of  2,867,  a 
decrease  of  11.4  per  cent.  Stating  the  latter  proposition  differently! 
had  the  average  number  of  locomotives  in  service  during  federal 
control,  namely,  2,867,  accomplished  the  same  mileage  each  as  was 
accomplished  per  unit  during  the  preceding  three  years  the  result 
would  have  been  210,730,234:  locomotive-miles;  and  the  latter,  on 
the  basis  of  the  ratio  for  the  three-year  period,  would  have  pro- 
duced 3,708,852,118  car-miles,  as  against  the  3,287,757,752  car-miles 
produced  during  federal  control,  an  increase  of  421,094,366  car-miles, 
or  12.8  per  cent.  The  stated  conclusion  is  that  the  effect  of  the 
requirement  of  more  locomotive-miles  to  handle  a  given  volume  of 
traffic  was  to  increase  the  miles  run  out  and  decrease  the  available 
power  reserve,  thus  magnifying  the  burden  placed  on  the  shops  and 
roundhouses. 
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The  mileage  output  of  respoDdent's  shops,  iacluding  roiuidhoases 
vhich  made  class  repairs,  was — 

Total.  aTetacr. 

For  tbree  yeera  preceding  federal  TOOtKd 271, 6OT,  016  00,  S02, 338 

For  26  montljB  of  federal  control 192, 136. 689  88, 878,  «l 

For  last  14  montliB  of  federal  coDtral -    92, 094, 279  79, 452, 23B 

For  10  montlu  following  federal  control 72, 187, 661  86, 965, 19S 

As  compared  with  the  annual  average  of  the  preceding  tbree  years, 
the  average  shop  outpnt  during  federal  cootrot  decrrased  2.01  per 
cent,  and  the  corresponding  decrease  in  the  last  14  monUis  of  sucb 
control  was  12.2  per  cent.  The  average  output  during  the  ensning 
lO-month  period  decreased  2.4  per  cent  as  compared  with  the  fnU 
period  of  federal  control,  but  increased  8-d  per  cent  as  compared  with 
the  last  14  months  of  that  period. 

The  man-hours  worked  in  the  shops,  exclusive  of  roundhouses, 
were  11,465,456  in  1918,  10,366,322  in  1919,  and  12,106,567  in  1920; 
and  respondent  observes  that  with  an  increase  of  5.6  per  cent  in 
man-hours,  1920  over  1918,  the  production  of  shop-miles  fell  off 
12.6  per  cent.  The  increase  in  man-hours  per  1,000  shop-miles  ii 
thus  tabulated; 

First  six  monthB,  1918 115.4 

Last  six  months,  1918 181.4 

First  Bix  monthB.  1919 184. 8 

Ijut  Blx  months,  1919— 


First  six  months,  1920 1 144. 5 

Last  six  months,  1920 149. 7 

The  man-hours  per  unit  of  output  for  the  last  half  of  1920  were  36.S 
in  excess  of  those  for  the  first  half  of  1916,  an  increase  of  32  per  cent 
Respondent  points  out  that  if  the  1919  performance  had  kept  pace 
with  the  first  half  of  1918  its  shops  would  have  produced  91,404,950 
miles  instead  of  the  77,093,898  miles  in  fact  restored,  an  increase  of 
18.5  per  cent;  and  on  the  same  basis  the  1920  output  would  have  been 
106,761,030  shop-miles  in  lieu  of  the  actual  production  of  82,804,916, 
an  increase  of  29.7  per  cent  In  this  connection  it  is  further  com- 
puted that,  as  against  3,631,443  miles  restored  to  the  112  locomotives 
in  contract  shops  in  1920,  the  indicated  additional  mileages  that 
might  have  been  produced  in  respondent's  shops  in  1919  and  1920,  on 
the  basis  of  the  average  miles  between  shoppings  in  those  years, 
would  have  been  equivalent  to  658  locomotives  in  1919  and  945  in 
1920,  a  total  of  1,498. 

Other  figures  comparing  pay-roll  totals  and  shop-miles  produced 
in  the  several  periods,  without  segregation  of  strught  time  and 
punitive  overtime,  need  not  be  set  out.    In  1918  up  to  the  close  of 
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hostilities  in  the  world  war  and  during  s  considerable  portion  of 
1920  ovulime  was  worked,  and  sporadic  strikes  and  walkouts  oc- 
curred in  1919  and  1920.  Persistent  eiForts  were  made  in  the  latter 
two  years  to  obtain  needed  additional  shopmen,  with  indifferent 


As  previously  explained,  according  to  respondent's  theory  the 
motive-power  situation  depends  largely  upon  the  relation  of  shop- 
miles  output  to  miles  run  out  in  service  and  also  is  affected  by  poten- 
tial mileages  lost  Uirough  retirement  or  sale  of  locomotives  and 
gained  through  purchases  of  new  onea  It  is  contended  that,  in  order 
properly  to  maintain  power,  the  shop-miles  outpnt  should  substan- 
tially keep  pace  with  the  miles  run  out  in  service  and  new  locomo- 
tives should  be  added  to  offset  potential  mileages  retired  and  to 
equalize  depreciation.  The  relations  of  shop-miles  and  service-milee 
for  the  several  periods  are  shown  as  f (dlows : 


VlUM. 
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According  to  the  foregoing  figures,  from  1916  to  1920,  inclusive,  a 
total  of  8,496,091  miles  were  lost — that  is,  not  restored  to  the  locomo- 
tives in  service. 

The  miles  gained  and  lost  by  acquisitions  and  retirements  are 
shown  in  the  subjoined  table,  in  which  locomotives  to  have  been 
constructed  or  converted  for  respondent  prior  to  federal  control  but 
delivered  subsequently  are  included  in  the  prefederal  period ; 
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Collating  the  foregoing  two  tables,  respondent  notes,  as  between  the 
shop-miles  deficit  and  the  gain  through  new  equipment  during  the 
antecedent  three-year  period,  a  net  gain  of  9,911,161  miles,  or  an 
annual  average  of  3,308,720;  during  federal  control,  a  net  gain  of 
4,760,537,  or  an  annual  average  of  2,197,171 ;  and  during  the  ensuing 
10  months,  a  net  loss  of  3^8,789,  or  a  computed  annual  average  of 
3,970^7. 
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Adverting  to  the  retention  in  eerrice  during  federal  control  of 
obsolete  locomotives  which  would  have  been  retired  under  respond- 
ent's program,  and  translating  that  program  into  an  annua)  mileage 
of  7,166,000  during  the  preceding  three-Tear  period,  amounting  to 
14,332,000  miles  Tor  two  years,  respondent  deducts  from  the  Istter 
figure  the  3,258,000  miles  retired  in  1918  and  1919  and  concludes  that 
the  remainder,  11,074,000,  should  also  have  been  retired  and  there- 
fore should  be  subtracted  from  the  indicated  net  gain  in  miles  dur- 
ing federal  control.  This  would  convert  that  indicated  net  gain  of 
4,760,587  miles  into  a  net  loss  of  6,818,468,  which  is  ranged  against 
the  net  gain  of  9,911,161  miles  during  the  prefederal  period,  and  bj 
the  process  of  addition  respondent  determines  a  total  depreciation 
during  federal  control  of  16,224,624  potential  miles  as  compared 
with  the  situation  had  its  program  been  followed.  Respondent  also 
notes  that  there  was  a  furthM-  loss  of  3,808,789  miles  during  the  10 
months  following  federal  control,  resulting  in  a  total  depreciatitHi 
in  potential  locomotive-miles  of  19,533,413  on  December  31,  1920,  as 
compared  with  January  1,  1918,  or  approximately  21  per  cent  of  the 
total  service-miles  run  in  1920  and  19.8  per  cent  of  the  total  servioe- 
miles  in  the  heaviest  of  the  preceding  six  years,  1916, 

The  general  power  situation  is  illustrated  in  another  way.  In 
January,  1918,  the  total  namber  of  locomotives  on  line  was  8,095, 
which  increased  to  a  maximum  of  3,386  in  May,  1919,  and  decreased 
to  3.328  on  February  28,  1920,  the  latter  figure  being  7.5  per  cent 
higher  than  the  first  naibed.  The  number  of  serviceable  locomotives 
on  January  26,  1918,  was  2,627,  which  gradually  increased  to  2.927 
on  December  21, 1918,  the  peak  shown,  then  declined  slightly  to  2,902 
by  the  end  of  August,  1919,  and  dropped  to  2,654  by  February  28, 
1920.  Thus,  in  January,  1918,  the  serviceable  locomotives  repre- 
sented 85  per  cent  of  the  total  on  line,  and  had  fallen  to  79.9  per 
cent  at  the  end  of  federal  control,  a  decrease  of  approximately  6  per 
cent  in  the  ratios.  On  January  26,  1918,  394  locomotives  were  out  of 
service  for  repairs  requiring  24  hours  or  over,  representing  12.7  per 
cent  of  the  total  on  line,  while  on  February  28, 1920,  the  number  had 
increased  to  674,  or  20.2  per  cent  of  the  total  on  line,  an  increase  of 
approximately  59  per  cent  in  the  ratios.  Of  these,  on  the  first-named 
date  219  were  in  shop  for  such  repairs,  representing  7  per  cent  of 
the  total  on  line,  which  number  had  increased  to  414  on  the  last- 
named  date,  being  12.4  per  cent  of  the  total  equipment,  an  increase  of 
77  per  cent  in  the  ratios.  The  number  of  locomotives  due  on  Jan- 
uary 26,  1916,  for  shop  within  30  days  was  260,  or  9  per  cent  of  tbe 
total  locomotives  on  line.  With  some  fluctuations  in  the  meantime, 
the  number  increased  to  3S5  on  February  S6,  1920,  which  was  10  per 
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cent  of  the  total  on  line.  As  reported  for  January  26,  1918,  247 
loconiotires,  or  7.S  per  cent  of  the  total  on  line,  were  turned  out  of 
shop  after  receiving  repairs,  while  for  February  28,  1920,  330  were 
reported,  having  been  9.9  per  cent  of  the  total  equipment.  The  out- 
put so  shown  was  that  of  shops  and  roundhouses,  and  the  figures  ap- 
pear to  embrace  both  class  and  heavy  running  repairs. 

The  cont«ntion  that  failure  to  restore  monthly  the  miles  run  out 
in  service  and  the  resulting  necessity  of  keeping  in  service  locomo- 
tives that  should  be  shopped,  together  with  failure  to  retire  inefficient 
or  obsolete  types,  inevitably  brings  about  a  low  locomotive  perform- 
ance is  illustrated  by  the  miles  run  per  engine  failure.  The  three 
years  which  preceded  federal  control  averaged  20,354  miles  annually ; 
the  26  months  of  federal  control  declined  to  an  annual  average  of 
lft,968,  a  decrease  of  46.1  per  cent,  and  the  ensuing  10  months  aver- 
aged 6,208  miles.  January  and  February,  1920,  dropped  to  respec- 
tive averages  of  4,418  and  4,752  miles  per  failure,  partly  on  account 
of  locomotive  conditions  and  partly  because  of  adverse  weather  con- 
ditions. Engine  failures  are  defined  as  arrival  delays  of  5  minutes 
or  over  in  the  case  of  passenger  trains  and  20  minutes  or  over  in  the 
case  of  freight  trains  caused  by  locomotive  defects,  but  to  which  man 
failures,  such  as  poor  firing,  may  partially  or  solely  contribute. 

Along  the  same  line  it  is  shown  that  the  average  daily  number 
of  trains  awaiting  motive  power  in  January,  1920,  was  113  as  against 
32  in  the  same  month  of  1919,  and  in  February,  1920,  was  111  as 
against  25  in  the  corresponding  period  of  1919.  The  average  daily 
number  of  cars  held  outride  of  terminals  in  January,  1920,  was  3,041 
as  against  3,138  in  January,  1919,  and  was  3,942  in  February,  1920, 
as  against  3,980  in  February,  1919.  The  number  in  1920  increased 
to  8,471  in  April,  partly  because  of  the  "  outlaw  strike  "  of  switchmen 
in  that  month. 

While  a  decline  in  business  and  revenues  in  the  latter  part  of  1920 
is  cited  as  the  occasion  for  withholding  a  number  of  the  locomotives 
in  question  from  the  contract  shops  and  for  reductions  in  company 
shop  forces,  respondent  disclaims  any  justification  of  the  contracts 
on  the  ground  of  current  shortage  of  funds  necessary  to  meet  its 
shop  pay  roll.  In  that  connection  its  vice  president  in  charge  of 
company  operations  testifies  that  the  primary  desire  is  to  open  the 
company  shops  and  that  no  further  contracts  are  to  be  made  until 
those  shops  are  working  to  capacity  and  outside  help  is  then  found 


As  already  stated,  respondent  does  not  deem  practicable  an  ascer- 
tainment of  the  capacity  of  its  shops  measured  numerically  in  class 
repairs;  this  because  of  the  variations  between  the  classes  themselves 
and  between  particular  classes  as  applied  to  locomotives  of  different 
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types.  However,  for  the  month  of  June,  1918,  five  shops  on  the  linei 
ea^t  turned  out  165  class  repairs,  and,  based  upon  the  average  output 
of  eight  shops  and  roundhouses  on  the  lines  west  for  six  months 
ended  with  the  same  month,  a  monthly  capacity  of  91  repairs  u 
stated,  the  total  being  256.  Takiiig  every  third  month,  beginning 
with  December,  1918,  and  ending  with  December,  1920,  monthly  out- 
pnts  of  class  repairs  ranging  from  162  to  196  are  reported  as  made, 
the  indicated  roundhouses  having  contributed  none  in  many  instances. 

The  data  gathered  by  the  investigators  are  along  other  lines  than 
those  followed  in  the  main  by  respondent.  While  112  loccmotiTes 
were  repaired  in  the  contract  shops  and  returned  in  1920,  a  total  of 
192  was  sent  to  those  shops  in  that  year,  divided — 9  to  Limaf  4fi  to 
Borne,  62  to  American,  and  76  to  Baldwin.  Of  these,  54  to  Baldwin 
and  23  to  American  were  sent  after  the  middle  of  September.  lo 
January,  1921,  3  more  were  sent  to  Baldwin,  increasing  the  grand 
total  to  195  and  the  Baldwin  total  to  79,  or  21  short  of  die  number 
provided  for  in  the  contract  with  that  plant.  In  the  same  month  S 
more  were  turned  out  by  Borne,  7  by  American,  and  14  by  Baldwin, 
or  26  in  all,  leaving  still  in  shop  on  February  1,  1921,  16  at  Rome, 
16  at  American,  and  25  at  Baldwin.  Of  thoob  respectively  con< 
tracted  for,  21  were  withheld  from  Baldwin  and  5  from  Bome 
because  of  a  shortage  of  funds. 

The  number  of  stored  serviceable  locomotives,  reported  as  of  the 
last  Saturday  of  each  month,  for  the  first  three  months  of  1920, 
during  which  time  the  first  three  contracts  were  made,  and  for  Sep- 
tember, October,  and  November  of  the  some  year,  during  which 
period  respondent's  shop  forces  were  reduced,  are  thus  contrasted 
with  the  same  months  of  preceding  years,  corrected  by  respondent's 
check: 
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The  peak  was  reached  in  April,  1919,  namely,  665,  but  from  the 
following  month  to  the  end  of  1920  there  was  a  general  sharp 
decline,  December  of  the  latter  year  showing  only  45  in  reserve. 
Beginning  with  the  1916  records,  the  earliest  shown,  the  figures  for 
1919  were  abnormally  high,  however,  attributed  by  respondent  solely 
to  traffic  conditions,  and  during  that  year  the  locomotive  mileage 
was  considerably  lower  than  for  the  other  years.  In  September, 
1920,  89  new  locomotives  were  contracted  for,  50  of  which  were 
delivered  during  that  year. 
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The  namber  of  locomoti-rea  estimated  at  monthly  interrals  to 
have  been  good  for  one  month's  further  service  before  class  repairs 
would  be  required  averaged  a  little  greater  in  1919  than  in  1930. 
Of  those  so  shown,  respectively,  47  per  cent,  or  a  monthly  average 
of  183,  were  taken  out  of  service  for  such  repairs  in  1919,  and  54 
per  cent,  or  a  monthly  average  of  201,  were  taken  out  in  1920. 
The  average  numbers  eo  taken  out  were,  respectively,  27  per  cent 
in  1919  and  21  per  cent  in  1920  lees  than  the  output  of  266  class 
repairs  in  1918,  before  mentioned,  and  respondent's  principal  wit- 
ness could  not  aay  whether  or  not  they  were  in  excess  of  its  shop 
capacity. 

The  number  of  locomotives  in  and  awaiting  shop,  by  months,  in 
1920  for  all  repairs  requiring  24  hours  or  over  averaged  28  per 
cent  greater  than  in  1919,  the  monthly  averages  having  been  527  in 
1919  and  678  in  1920.  The  1919  figurn  ranged  from  475  to  692,  as 
against  606  to  725  in  1920,  the  peak  in  the  latter  year  having  been 
reached  in  November,  at  which  time  reductions  in  company  shop 
forces  had  been  made.  The  percentage  of  the  increase  was  prioci- 
paUy  due  to  unclassified  repairs,  however,  the  1919  and  1920  sepa- 
rated monthly  averages  having  been  respectively  163  and  209  class 
repairs  and  respectively  192  and  282  unclassified  repairs  requiring  24 
hours  or  over, 

A  comparative  tabulation  of  respondent's  average  shop  forces  of 
the  crafts  named  for  the  three  indicated  years  follows: 


l.Ttt      3,111       i4a 
%at      %41t       iSH 


I>uring  1920  and  1921,  while  the  contract  repairs  were  under  way, 
the  following  reductions  in  shop  forces  were  made,  shown  of  record 
by  crafts  but  stated  here  in  tot^ : 
Linn  MUt:  October  11,  241;  Noromber  Ifl,  28D;  Decembei  10,  M;  F«bniaiT  20; 

2,817:  Hardi  12,  2,284. 
Llnei  west:  October  0,  170;  November  16,  165;  February  19,  1,724;  March  12, 

1,066. 
It  appears  that  the  first  reduction  was  considered  about  Septembw 
13.    At  the  time  of  the  hearing  the  shops  were  closed. 

According  to  respondent's  records,  about  the  middle  of  February, 
1920,  the  shop  time  was  increased  from  eight  hours  to  nine  hours  per 
day,  and  was  restored  to  eight  hours  on  September  20,  1920,  on  the 
lines  east  and  on  October  1, 1920,  on  the  lines  west.  A  cited  effect  of 
the  reduction  in  hours  is  that,  as  against  an  output  of  228  class  r^airs 
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in  August  of  that  year,  the  production  dedined  to  191  in  September. 
178  in  October,  and  174  in  November;  and  reqwndent's  superis- 
tendent  of  motive  power  of  lines  west  reported  that  the  reduction  wis 
equivalent  to  177  ^opmen  in  four  named  shops,  the  aggregate  for  lU 
company  shops  not  appearing. 

At  no  time  during  1919  or  1920  did  respondentia  output  of  clu& 
repairs  equal  in  number  the  2£6  reported  in  1918,  the  monthly  aver- 
ages having  been  183  in  1919  and  1S6  in  1920.  During  the  period 
from  March  to  September,  1920,  when  the  shops  were  on  a  nine-boui 
schedule,  Uie  monthly  average  output  of  class  repairs  was  201.  Dur- 
ing October,  November,  and  December,  when  the  shops  had  gone  back 
to  eight  hours  and  reductions  in  forces  had  to  be  made,  the  avera^ 
monthly  output  dropped  to  176.  There  was  in  1920  an  increase  of 
17-4  per  cent  in  respondent's  monthly  output  of  all  repairs  requiring 
Si  hours  or  over,  with  extreme  ranges  from  1,067  to  1,393  in  that  year 
and  from  978  to  1,187  in  1919. 

During  federal  control  95  new  mikado-type  (heavy  freight)  loco- 
motives and  34  new  eight-wheel  switching  locomotives  were  allotted 
by  the  Bailroad  Administration  to  respondent's  system,  all  of  which, 
with  the  exception  of  11  mikados,  were  on  the  line  when  federal  con- 
trol ended.  Some  extensions  of  the  system's  shop  facilities  also  were 
made. 

From  the  returns  on  108  of  the  locomotives  sent  to  the  contract 
shops  tiie  repair  costs  were  found  to  range  in  averages  of  $20,189.21 
at  the  American  shops,  $25,277.58  at  the  Baldwin,  $17,072.58  at 
Lima,  and  $20,631.38  at  Bome,  with  a  general  average  of  $21,912.33, 
including  freight  charges  on  the  locomotives,  such  materials  as 
respondent  furnished,  and  respondent's  inspection.  For  the  most 
part  the  locomotives  were  of  heavy  freight  types,  and  of  the  total 
number  28  received  cIass-2,  70  received  cIass-3,  and  10  received 
class-4  repairs.  The  corresponding  cost  of  similar  repairs  on  S29 
locomotives  in  respondent's  shops  is  computed  to  have  averaged 
$5,927.45,  or  $15,984.88  less  than  the  general  average  contract  cost 
The  computation  takes  into  account  respondent's  direct  items  of 
cost,  including  shop  and  store  expense,  but  exclusive  of  all  other 
expense,  the  latter  on  the  ground  tliat  respondent's  overhead,  with 
practically  negligible  exceptions,  was  not  abated  by  sending  loco- 
motives to  contract  shops  and  should  not  be  considered  in  detw^ 
mining  the  excess  cost  of  the  contract  work.  An  allowance  for 
overhead  including  items  otlier  than  fixed  charges  and  computed  to 
equal  a  ratio  of  81.85  per  cent  of  direct  labor  would  reduce  the  ex- 
cess cost  to  an  average  of  $13,788.45  per  locomotive.  For  the  IfNS 
locomotives  the  total  would  be  $8,169,822.45  or  $2,688,747.76,  aeeord- 
ing  to  the  average  excess  figure  employed. 
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As  stated  by  respondent's  principal  witness  on  cross-examination, 
the  average  cost  on  24  locomotives  at  the  Dunkirk  plant  of  the 
American  Locomotive  Company  was  ^0,436.68;  at  the  Schenectady 
plant  of  that  company  the  average  on  15  locomotives  was  $19,823.91 ; 
at  Bome  the  average  on  24  locomotives  was  $30^61.16;  and  at  Bald- 
win  the  average  on  40  locomotives  was  ^5,388.65.  Settlement  with 
the  Baldwin  plant  had  not  been  completed  at  the  time  of  the  hear- 
ing, however,  and  the  final  figure  had  not  been  determined. 

During  the  period  from  March  13,  1920,  to  February  18,  1921, 
but  principally  during  the  included  period  of  shop-force  reductions, 
respondent  repaired  in  its  shops  10  locomotives  for  the  Indiana 
Harbor  Belt  Railroad,  20  for  the  Clevdand,  Cincinnati,  Chicago  & 
St.  Lonis  Railroad,  otherwise  known  as  Big  Four,  2  for  the  un- 
affiliated Cambria  &,  Indiana  Railroad,  and  3  for  the  Lake  Erie  & 
Western  Railroad.  The  shop  of  the  latter  at  Lima  burned  during 
federal  control,  and  generally  that  carrier  has  used  Big  Four  facili- 
ties for  three  or  four  years  past.  The  testimony  of  respondent's 
principal  witness  at  one  point  is  to  the  effect  that  the  throe  sub- 
sidiaries were  asking  for  help,  and  that  it  was  arranged  to  send  100 
of  respondent's  locomotives  to  the  Baldwin  plant  and  take  over 
the  repairs  for  the  subsidiaries  in  preference  to  sending  the  latter 
to  contract  shops.  It  also  appears  that  this  arrangement  was  made 
in  August,  although  according  to  the  witness'  earlier  testimony  the 
negotiations  with  the  Baldwin  plant  were  opened  in  June  and  con- 
cluded in  August,  but  as  early  as  April  respondent  was  canvassing 
the  situation  with  a  view  to  securing  help  for  the  Indiana  Harbor 
Belt  and  Lake  Erie  St.  Western.  Of  the  10  Indiana  Harbor  Belt 
locomotives,  7  had  been  leased  to  that  line  by  respondent,  with  an 
obligation  on  the  letter's  part  to  keep  them  in  repair.  On  the  other 
hand,  in  1920  the  Big  Four  repaired  a  total  of  23  foreign  locomo- 
tives, including  4  for  respondent,  8  for  the  Lake  Erie  &  Western, 
and  others  for  other  lines  and  industrial  concerns.  These  inter- 
changes, becanse  of  the  higher  cost  to  respondent  for  work  in  the 
contract  shops,  were  the  subject  of  a  protest  from  the  superintendent 
of  motive  power  of  lines  west. 

By  way  of  comparison,  it  is  shown  that  respondent's  charges 
against  the  Big  Four  for  class-S  and  clas8-4  repairs  on  six  of  the 
latter's  H-5  locomotives  ranged  from  $6,235.82  to  $10,215.67,  as 
against  Baldwin's  lowest  and  highest  tentative  charges  of  $20,038.82 
and  $22,692.24  for  class-4  repairs  on  respondent's  locomotives  of 
the  same  class.  The  bills  against  the  Big  Four  were  rendered,  pur- 
suant to  instmctions  from  the  president's  office,  on  the  basis  of 
applied  labor,  plus  120  per  cent  to  cover  overiiead,  and  materials 
at  current  market  prices,  plus  15  per  cent  to  cover  freight  and  store- 

WLaa  •    ,^        , 

i:q,t7,:-rb;L.OO<^IC 


746  INTEBSTATE  COUUEBCE  00UUIS8I0N  BEFOBTS. 

house  charges,  plus  15  per  ceut  of  the  whole  for  the  use  of  plint 
and  management.  Kespondent  allowed  credit  for  material  released, 
however,  whereas  the  Baldwin  contract  did  not. 

In  the  matter  of  shop  output  respondent  took  account  of  the 
foreign-line  locomotives,  but  did  not  consider  them  in  connectifm 
with  the  question  of  its  own  power  condition. 

At  the  request  of  the  interveners,  respondent's  net  ton-milea  for 
the  years  1915  to  1920,  inclusive,  were  produced.  The  figures  are 
of  interest  in  that  they  further  indicate  a  pronounced  drop  in  traffic 
movement  in  1919  and  show  a  somewhat  heavier  traffic  movement  in 
1917  and  1918  than  in  1920. 

Early  in  March,  1920,  in  response  to  a  circular  inquiry  addressed 
to  them  by  the  superintendent  of  motive  power  of  lines  east,  the 
district  superintendents  of  motive  power  at  Albany  and  Oswego, 
K.  Y.,  and  at  Avis,  Pa.,  reported  that  they  would  be  able  to  put  the 
motive  power  of  their  several  districts  in  good  condition  by  the  first 
of  the  following  October  and  that  it  woidd  be  unnecessary  to  send 
locomotives  to  outside  shops  for  repairs.  The  district  superintend- 
ent at  Depew,  N.  Y.,  on  the  other  hand'  reported  that  the  monthly 
output  of  the  Depew  shop  had  declined  from  67  locomotives  in 
1917  to  57  in  1919 — counting  all  repairs,  the  included  class  repairs 
having  declined  from  48  to  40 — making  it  necessary  to  send  betweoi 
40  and  50  locomotives  to  Rome,  Avis,  and  West  Albany  in  the  latter 
year,  and  that  in  1920,  with  an  increased  number  of  locomotives,  a 
total  output  of  not  less  than  70  per  month  would  be  necessary  to 
maintain  his  power. 

At  the  time  the  Rome  contract  was  negotiated  that  plant  ma 
closed  down.  From  correspondence  introduced  in  evidence  it  ap* 
pears  that  early  in  January  the  Rome  company  appealed  to  the 
Railroad  Administration  for  repair  work  to  enable  it  to  continue 
operations,  and  that  whereas  respondent,  upon  reference  of  the  re- 
quest through  the  regional  director-  first  proposed  to  send  S  locomo- 
tives to  Rome,  with  the  possibility  of  more  if  the  price  should  be 
satisfactory,  it  was  persuaded  in  the  end  to  increase  the  number  to 
50  to  make  practicable  the  reopening  of  the  plant  and  considered 
sending  an  additional  50  or  more  in  order  to  warrant  the  necessary 
extension  of  the  boiler-shop  facilities.  In  fact,  in  July,  19S0,  one 
of  respondent's  officials  recommended  to  his  executive  superior  a  con- 
tract for  the  repair  of  260  locomotives  at  Rome  at  a  minimum  rate 
of  50  per  year  for  five  years.  In  1917  respondent  contracted  with 
the  Rome  plant  for  the  repair  of  50  locomotives  and  early  in  1918 
for  the  conver«on  of  8  others,  the  cost  of  which  work  also  appears 
to  have  been  excessive.  In  1915  reeptmdent  likewise  contracted 
with  the  American  company  for  the  repair  of  20  locomotives,  and 
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corraspoQdence  of  record  indicatea  that  the  charges  of  that  com- 
pany were  considered  high. 

The  mileage  theory  is  challenged  by  a  represeBtative  of  the  Rail- 
road Administration,  formerly  assistant  director  in  that  service, 
division  of  operation,  in  charge  of  mechanical  matters.  He  in- 
sists that  mileage  is  solely  a  record  of  performance,  not  determina- 
tive of  condition,  in  that  it  discloses  what  a  locomotive  has  done 
since  last  repaired  or  what  is  expected  of  it  when  turned  out  of 
shop,  whereas  locomotives  are  shopped  only  upon  inspection  and 
not  upon  the  mere  fact  of  mileage  performed.  He  ad<k  that  mile- 
age performances,  in  turn,  depend  greatly  upon  neglect  of  or  atten- 
tion to  running  repairs  as  shortening  or  lengthening  the  intervals 
between  class  repairs. 

It  is  manifest  that  service  mileages  alone,  upon  which  the  shop 
credits  are  based,  also  take  no  account  of  tonnages  handled  and  the 
consequent  variations  in  load  or  strain  which  obviously  go  far  to 
determine  the  periods  of  service  and  vitally  affect  the  life  of  the 
locomotive.  In  the  same  way,  assigned  mileages  and  service  and 
shop-mileage  ratios,  without  reference  to  tractive  power,  afford  no 
guide  to  capacity  to  handle  tonnage.  In  brief,  into  the  determina- 
tion of  motive-power  conditions,  as  of  any  given  time  or  relatively 
as  between  different  periods,  other  factors  than  mileages  necessarily 
enter. 

For  example,  respondent  computes  an  annual  average  decrease 
of  12.2  per  cent  in  shop-miles  output  during  the  last  14  months  of 
federal  control  in  comparison  with  the  prefederal  three-year  period. 
As  that  percentage  is  greater  than  the  corresponding  percentage  de- 
crease in  locomotive-miles  run,  it  might  be  taken  to  denote  under- 
maintenance  of  power  in  the  latter  part  of  federal  control.  Yet 
during  1919,  which  spanned  the  major  part  of  the  14-month  pe- 
riod, the  number  of  stored  serviceable  locomotives  increased  more 
than  500  per  cent  over  1916,  more  than  twice  that  percentage  over 
1917,  and  nearly  360  per  cent  over  1918,  federal  control's  heaviest 
year.  The  cited  decline  in  shop  output  may  therefore  be  attributable 
in  no  small  degree  to-  a  lessened  necessity  for  class  repairs.  At 
least,  the  indicated  gradual  increases  in  locomotive  ownership  and 
in  average  and  aggregate  tractive  power,  considered  in  connection 
with  the  exhibited  decrease  in  total  car-miles  and  locomotive-miles 
during  federal  control  as  compared  with  the  preceding  and  subse- 
quent periods,  are  in  themselves  hardly  consistent  with  a  depreciated 
condition  of  motive  power  at  the  end  of  federal  control. 

In  other  important  particulars  the  mileage  theory  would  appear 
not  to  afford  comprehensive  and  accurate  comparisons.  As  already 
explained,  the  mileage  output  of  the  shops,  that  is,  the  mileage 
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restored  to  the  locomotives,  is  based  upon  and  determined  by  the 
mileage  run  out  in  service,  apparently  depending,  only  upon  whether 
repairs  are  made  at  all  or  are  such  as  are  deemed  to  restore  fall 
terms  of  locomotive  service.  In  giving  credits  to  the  shops,  there- 
fore, or  in  computing  the  increased  man-hours  per  1,000  shop- 
miles  produced,  or  in  any  like  comparison,  no  account  appears  to 
be  taken  of  the  fact,  for  example,  that  in  the  case  of  one  locomo- 
tive a  class-1,  cIass-2,  or  class-3  repair  might  be  necessary  to  restore 
a  full  term  of  service,  while  in  the  case  of  another  of  the  same  fype, 
having  made  the  some  serrice  mileage  under  more  favorable  cod- 
ditions,  a  class-4  or  c!ass-5  repair  might  suffice,  all  depending  upon 
the  physical  condition  of  each.  While  the  repair  work  actually 
performed  on  tlie  aggregate  motive  power  naturally  would  assume 
general  averages  in  the  course  of  extended  periods,  respondent's 
test  would  measure  the  shop  output  in  a  given  period  or  in  compari- 
son of  one  period  with  another  by  the  fluctuating  mileages  run  by 
the  locomotives.  A  certain  mileage  in  one  period  and  a  higher  or 
lower  mileage  in  the  nest  might  or  might  not  reflect  the  compara- 
tive shop  output  of  repairs. 

As  otherwise  indicative  of  the  undertaking  faced  upon  the 
resumption  of  its  property,  respondent  points  out  that  in  the  ensuing 
10  months  an  operating  volume,  measured  in  car-miles,  6.2  per  cent 
in  excess  of  the  average  during  federal  control  was  handled  with 
but  100.77  per  cent  of  the  number  of  locomotives  owned  daring 
the  federal  period.  But  that  slightly  increased  number  also  rep- 
resented an  increase  of  2.1  per  cent  in  aggregate  tractive  power. 
The  enlarged  capacity  for  traffic  movement  is  emphasized  by  the 
greater  average  of  miles  run  per  month  per  locomotive  in  service, 
disclosed  in  one  of  the  foregoing  tabular  comparisons  submitted  by 
respondent  as  indicative  of  the  serviceability  of  the  locomotives 
owned  and  their  ability  to  perform  mileage,  and  by  the  slightly 
increased  ratio  of  car-miles  produced  per  locomotive-mile  run. 

As  hereinbefore  stated  in  other  terms,  respondent  shows  233  more 
locomotives  on  line  at  the  end  of  federal  control  than  in  the  6rst 
month  of  that  period,  and  also  shows  27  more  in  serviceable  con- 
dition at  the  later  date,  but  representing  a  reduced  percentage  of 
the  total  on  line.  The  674  shown  as  out  of  service  for  repairs  at 
the  later  date  check  upon  subtraction  of  the  number  in  serviceable 
condition  from  the  total  on  line,  but  the  394  shown  as  similariy  out 
of  service  in  the  first  month  of  federal  control  are  74  short  of  the 
difference  between  the  contemporaneous  numbers  of  serviceable  and 
owned  locomotives.  The  apparently  correct  number  would  be  15.15 
per  cent  of  the  total  on  line.  On  the  other  hand,  a  larger  number 
and  a  higher  percentage  of  the  total  on  line  were  taken  into  shop 
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at  the  end  of  federal  control,  and,  while  the  corresponding  num- 
ber and  percentage  of  locomotives  due  for  shop  within  30  days  also 
were  somewhat  greater,  a  larger  number  and  percentage  received 
the  necessary  repairs  in  company  shops  at  the  later  date.  It  should 
be  added  that  the  674  shown  as  out  of  service  at  the  end  of  federal 
control  comprised  365  awaiting  claes  repairs  and  319  awaiting  un- 
classified repairs ;  and  it  also  appears  that  16  of  the  355  were  returned 
to  service  for  varying  periods  before  receiving  class  repairs. 

By  a  memorandum  dated  February  9,  1920,  respondent's  principal 
witnees  reported  to  the  then  federal  manager  that  on  the  mileage 
basis,  taking  percentages  good  and  percentages  run  out,  December  81, 

1919,  as  compared  with  December  31,  1917,  the  lines  east  had  de- 
dined  9  per  cent  and  the  lines  west  had  improved  1  per  cent,  and  that 
this  was  borne  out  by  the  respective  ratios  of  shop-miles  to  service- 
miles,  excluding  work  performed  in  contract  shops  in  both  jeara. 
Taking  into  consideration  increased  work  due  to  increased  weights 
of  engines  and  the  miles  per  engines  shopped,  there  was  a  decrease  in 
shop  output  of  13.1  per  cent  on  lines  east  and  ILl  per  cent  on  lines 
west,  1919  as  against  1916,  the  latter  having  been  respondent's  heavi- 
est locomotive-mileage  year.  Bestating  1919  on  the  basis  of  the  1917 
performance  indicated  an  increase  in  number  of  men  per  engine 
dispatched  from  shop  of  45.6  per  cent  on  lines  east  and  37  per  cent 
an  lines  west  A  further  comparison  based  on  the  number  of  engines 
dispatched  from  shop  per  available  engine  pit  disclosed  an  average 
increase  of  8.7  per  cent  east  and  15.1  per  cent  west,  1918-1919  over 
1916-1917.  From  every  standpoint,  therefore,  it  was  observed,  the 
decreased -shop  efficiency  had  been  greater  on  lines  eaat  than  west,  bat 
it  was  explained  that  as  on  January  1,  1919,  there  was  mild  weather 
and  comparatively  light  traffic,  with  stored  available  power  in  good 
condition  in  both  regions,  it  was  oeoessary  to  reduce  forces,  particu- 
larly on  lines  west.  Evidently,  the  reductions  were  confined  to  the 
latter  region,  as  the  stated  net  result  was  that  in  June  the  lines-west 
forces  were  16  per  cent  less  and  the  lines-east  forces  were  2ii  per  cent 
greater  than  in  January,  and  in  December  the  respective  forces  were 
4.2  per  cent  less  and  8.1  per  cent  greater  than  in  January. 

Viewing,  in  the  light  of  what  was  so  reported,  the  alleged  handicap 
with  which  private  control  waa  resumed  as  more  particularly  a  re- 
duced shop  potentiality,  we  note  from  a  further  exhibit  detailing  the 
shop  and  roundhouse  forces  during  those  years,  lines  east  and  west, 
submitted  by  respondent  upon  request,  that  the  months  of  January, 
February,  and  March,  1920,  in  which  the  first  three  contracts  were 
made  and  federal  control  was  superseded  by  private  control,  indi- 
vidually exceeded  every  month  in  1919,  and  that  the  average  for 

1920,  inclusive  of  the  xeductions  in  forces,  exceeded  the  1918  arenge 
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b;  spprozimBtely  6  per  cent.  This  improTOment  is  confirmed  by  tlw 
better  reeults  preTioosly  stated. 

No  comparttive  tonnage  statistics  are  eubmitted,  but  as  in  some 
degree'  indicative  of  the  trend  of  traffic  in  tbs  opening  months  of 
1920,  in  which  three  of  the  contracts  were  negotiated,  the  revenue  and 
nonrevenue  net  ton-milee  in  January  and  February  were  in  each 
month  less  than  the  monthly  averages  throughout  1916  to  1919,  in- 
clusive, and,  as  before  stated,  the  total  for  1920  fell  below  1917  and 
1918,  but  exceeded  1919. 

While  the  data  pertaining  to  the  state  of  the  motive  [>ower  are 
not  satisfactory  and  the  record  affords  no  certain  means  of  ascer- 
taining respondent's  maximum  shop  capacity,  there  is  abundant 
reason  to  question  the  necessity  for  the  repair  of  at  least  the  major 
portion  of  the  locomotives  in  the  contract  shops.  Similar  contracts 
in  earlier  years  had  made  known  the  enhanced  cost  of  class  repairs 
in  such  shops,  admittedly  not  properly  equipped  for  such  work;  and 
while  the  maintenance  of  motive  power  at  all  times  is  of  prime  im- 
portance, recourse  to  the  costlier  outside  means  should  be  had  only 
in  compelling  circumstances  and  in  any  case  limited  to  its  necessities. 
£ven  conceding  that  reasonably  anticipated  traflSc  demands  so  early 
in  1920  and  tjie  limitations  of  shop  facilities  and  forces  justified  the 
invocation  of  some  outside  assistance,  it  quite  clearly  appears  that 
tliis  was  carried  considerably  further  than  the  exigencies  required. 
It  is  disclosed  that,  although  reductions  in  respondent's  shop  forces 
were  considered  in  September  and  began  in  October,  2S  locomotives 
were  sent  to  the  American  shops,  under  a  contract  for  no  particular 
number,  in  the  face  of  that  program  of  reduction.  As  before  not«d, 
also,  there  is  evidence  of  record  reasonably  leading  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  scope  of  the  Some  contract,  if  not  its  real  inception,  was 
primarily  in  the  interest  of  that  plant,  albeit  with  some  immediate 
assistance  in  mind  and  with  a  view  to  the  future  availability  of  the 
plant  as  an  accessory  in  case  of  need.  This  and  other  considerations 
included  in  the  foregoing  review  tend  to  impeach  in  turn  the  award 
of  Uie  Baldwin  contract  for  so  large  a  nomber  of  locomotives.  It 
further  appears,  as  stated,  that  of  the  stipulated  numbers  respond- 
ent eventually  withheld  21  locomotives  -  from  Baldwin  and  5  from 
Rome  on  the  ground  of  insufficient  funds,  also  assigned  as  the  mov- 
ing cause  of  the  shop-force  reductions.  Contract  obligations  are  not 
to  be  lightly  regarded,  of  course,  but  the  financial  situation  that  be- 
gan with  the  business  depression  in  September  or  October  neverthe- 
less led  successively  to  reductions  in  shop  forces  and  to  the  arbitrary 
withholding  of  locomotives  from  those  plants;  and  the  same  self- 
interest  tiiat  prompted  the  latter  action,  apparently  withont  evoking 
protest  from  either  plant,  might  well  have  indnced  respondent  to 
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attonpt  to  obtain  assent  to  an  earlier  cesBation  of  the  contract  work 
and  the  longer  retention  of  its  own  less  expensiTe  organization. 

We  conclude  that  the  record  does  not  establish  a  seriously  depre- 
ciated condition  of  motive  power  at  the  end  of  federal  control,  and 
tbat,  even  conceding  that  with  the  advent  of  1920  or  upon  respond- 
ent's reBumptioD  of  its  property  its  shops  were  not  fully  able  to 
cope  promptly  with  all  current  demands,  nevertheless,  by  an  ener- 
getic effort  at  least  the  larger  number  of  the  locomotives  in  ques- 
tion could  have  been  repaired  in  thoee  shops  within  the  time  in 
which  the  contract  work  waa  done  and  at  a  materially  lower  cost. 

The  foregoing  review  and  coounent  are  not  intended  to  suggest, 
and  the  evidence  does  not  indicate,  that  any  sinister  disregard  of 
respondent's  interests  or  otherwise  dishtmest  motive  entered  into 
the  award  or  execution  of  the  contracts. 

PoTTEB,  CommUaioner,  dissenting: 

The  facts  in  this  case  are  quite  similar  to  those  developed  by  our 
investigation  of  the  repair  of  locomotives  of  the  Pennsylvania  Bail- 
road  Company  in  outside  shops  in  1920.  My  dissent  there  is  ap- 
plicable here.  Respondent's  officers  in  the  exercise  of  their  judg- 
ment determined  tbat  under  the  conditions  prevailing  in  1920  ont- 
rade  help  was  necessary.  I  fail  to  see  t^e  power  or  authority  of  this 
Commission  to  review  a  subject  so  completely  within  the  discretion 
of  respondent's  management  and  so  foreign  to  our  proper  function. 

The  contracts  with  the  American  and  Lima  locomotive  works 
were  entered  into  in  January,  1920,  during  federal  control.  The 
contract  with  the  Borne  locomotive  works  was  negotiated  during 
federal  control  although  actually  signed  in  March,  1920.  Bespond- 
ent  can  not  be  held  responsible  for  the  conditions  which  led  up  to 
and  which,  in  the  opinion  of  officials  of  the  Baiiroad  Administration, 
justified  those  contracts.  The  contract  with  the  Baldwin  Locomo- 
tive Works  was  negotiated  in  June  and  July  and  closed  in  August. 
The  number  of  locomotives  in  shop  and  awaiting  classified  repairs 
bad  increased  from  872  in  March  to  417  in  August  in  spite  of  the 
assistance  rendered  by  the  outside  shops  under  the  other  contracts. 
Moreover,  there  is  direct  testimony  to  the  effect  that  the  bad  con- 
dition of  motive  power  on  the  lines  of  the  respondent  east  of  Buffalo 
rendered  further  help  imperative. 

The  majority  report  undertakes  to  criticize  at  some  length  re- 
spondent's method  of  ascertaining  the  condition  of  motive  power 
by  comparison  of  mileage  restored  to  service  by  its  shops  with  mile- 
age run  out  in  service.  Whatever  may  be  said  for  or  against  the 
method,  it  has  been  in  use  by  the  respondent,  according  to  the  rec- 
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ord,  since  1908,  and  respondent's  officials  testify  that  it  is  considered 
reliable  as  a  reflection  of  the  a«AuaI  condition  of  motive  power  upon 
re^ondent'e  system.  This  comparison  has  support  in  Uie  showing 
that  during  the  three  years  preceding  federal  control  the  respondent 
had  contracted  for  the  coostruction  of  an  annual  average  of  215 
modern  locomotives,  r^iring  during  the  same  period  an  anmikl 
average  of  129  obsolete  locomotives,  while  during  federal  control 
the  Bailroad  Administration  contracted  for  the  construction  of  an 
annual  average  of  only  60  locomotives,  and  retired  an  average  of 
31.  It  is  certain  that  when  the  work  in  question  was  arranged  for 
the  general  condition  of  power  upon  respondent's  system  was  pre- 
carious. The  percentage  of  serviceable  locomotives  at  the  end  of 
February,  1920,  had  dropped  to  79.8  per  cent  of  the  total  locomotives 
on  line.  Miles  run  per  locomotive  engine  failure  during  the  three 
years  preceding  federal  control  average  20,354  as  compared  with 
an  average  of  10,968  during  federal  control  and  4,418  and  4,752  in 
January  and  February,  1920.  The  emergency  situation  required 
drastic  treatment. 

There  is  nothing  to  indicate  that  the  output  of  respondentia 
shops  for  classified  repairs  could  have  been  materially  increased 
during  1920.  Hie  average  shop  forces  of  the  respondent  greatly 
exceeded  the  arerajje  during  the  preceding  two  years  and  until  the 
latter  months  of  1920  the  respondent  was  employing  alt  the  men  it 
could  get.  Shop  time  was  increased  from  eight  to  nine  hours  from 
the  middle  of  February  until  toward  the  end  of  September.  In 
addition  to  its  own,  the  respondent  was  called  upon  to  repair  some 
85  locomotives  for  other  companies.  Traffic  as  indicated  by  net 
ton-miles  increased  greatly  in  1920  as  compared  with  the  preceding 
year. 

The  actual  output  of  class  repairs  in  1920  in  the  New  York  Cen- 
tral shops  was  not  sufficient  to  care  for  the  number  of  locomotivea 
taken  out  of  service  for  class  repairs.  The  following  table,  pre- 
pared from  data  in  the  record,  shows  the  situation  for  1920: 
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There  is  no  eTidence  of  b»d  faith  upon  the  part  of  respondent's 
officials.  The  contracte  of  January  and  March,  negotiated  during 
federal" control,  were  the  result  of  conditions  then  existing.  The 
Baldwin  contract  in  August  was  given  before  the  busineas  depression 
had  manifested  itself,  at  a  time  when  respondent's  shops,  as  shown 
in  the  foregoing  table,  were  not  meeting  Che  requirements  of  the 
system. 

There  is  notjiing  in  the  evidence  to  show  that  Uie  cost  of  the 
repairs  was  unreasonably  high.  We  may  not  assume  that  high  costs 
are  excessive. 

Respondent  sent  some  loccanotivee  to  outside  shops  for  repairs  after 
reductions  had  been  made  in  the  hours  worked  and  number  of  men 
employed  in  Uie  New  York  Central  shops.  Fifty-four  locomotives 
were  sent  to  Baldwin's  after  the  middle  of  Sept«mber  and  23  to  the 
American  shops.  The  company  was  under  contractual  obligation 
to  send  100  locomotives  to  Baldwin's  during  this  period  and  of  this 
number  21  were  withheld.  Out  of  60  contracted  to  be  sent  to  the 
Rome  locomotive  works  5  were  withheld.  We  should  commend 
performance  of  a  contract  rather  than  its  breach.  ■  While  there  was 
no  contractual  obligation  to  send  any  particular  number  to  the 
American  works  and  28  locomotives  were  sent  there  after  the  re- 
spondent had  ccHnmenoed  cutting  down  in  its  own  shops,  the  testi- 
mony shows  that  the  cutting  down  of  the  hours  of  work  and  the 
number  of  workmen  employed  was  regarded  as  a  temporary  expe- 
dient and  that  it  was  thought  wise  to  hold  the  arrangement  that  had 
been  made.  The  respondent  retrenched  not  only  in  its  own  shops  but 
also  in  the  amount  of  work  sent  to  the  outside  shops. 

If  the  reference  in  the  majority  report  to  the  Rome  contract  is 
intended  to  intimate  improper  scope  or  inception  in  the  interest  of 
that  plant,  the  intimation  is  not  justified  either  by  the  report  or 
by  the  record.  There  is  no  evidence  that  respondent  entered  into  it 
for  any  reason  except  its  own  necessities.  Nor  are  any  considera- 
tions shown  to  "  impeach  in  turn  the  award  of  the  Baldwin  contract 
for  so  large  a  number  of  locomotives."  If  there  were  any  such  con- 
siderations, we  should  refer  to  them  directly.  The  testimony  shows 
that  respondent's  officials  thought  they  had  done  very  well  for  their 
company  under  the  rush  conditions  of  1920  when  they  obtained  an 
agreement  by  Baldwin's  to  repair  100  locomotives.  The  table  show- 
ing  the  output  of  repairs  in  tiie  New  York  Central  shops  set  forth 
above  indicates  that  if  there  had  been  no  depression  in  business  in 
the  latt«r  part  of  1920  the  relief  given  to  respondent's  shops  by  this 
contract  would  have  been  inadequate.  The  majority  report  closes 
with  a  finding  that  the  evid^ce  does  not  indicate  that  any  sinister 
disregard  of  respondent's  interests  or  otherwise  dishonest  motive 
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entered  into  the  sward  or  execution  of  the  contracts.  This  dooms 
the  preceding  implications  in  the  references  to  the  Borne  and  Bald- 
win contracts. 

If  we  place  ourselves  in  the  position  of  the  management,  in  the 
midst  of  prohlems  arising  out  of  the  heavy  traffic  in  1920,  the  then 
present  and  prospective  traffic,  the  depreciated  condition  of  its  mo- 
tive power,  the  failure  of  its  own  shops  to  meet  the  demand  upon 
them  for  repairs,  the  impossibility  of  forecasting  the  unexpected 
slump  in  later  months,  the  record  does  not  warrant  disapprobation. 

Caupbeix,  Commiaawner,  dissenting: 

We  find  no  proof  of  improper  motive  and  no  willful  act  of  wrong, 
but  the  record  does  suggest  that  the  officials  in  chftrge  may  have  acted 
largely  upon  intuition  rather  than  upon  thorough  investigation. 
If  they  had  had  before  them  the  facts  that  suteequent  events  dis- 
closed they  might  have  done  differently.  But  human  nature  must 
be  recognized.  The  railroads  had  just  been  returned  to  their  owners 
and  private  ownership  and  operation  were  on  trial.  The  possibility 
of  public  criticism  that  was  likely  to  follow  failure  to  handle  tra^ 
expeditiously  had  to  be  reckoned  with.  This  contract  was  made  at  a 
time  when  almost  everyone  connected  with  the  operation  of  a  rail- 
road was  acting  under  pressure,  traffic  was  heavy,  and  heavier  traffic 
was  in  prospect.  Naturally  there  must  have  been  more  or  less  feel- 
ing of  nervous  haste.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  while  the  noord 
does  not  warrant  unqualified  approval  of  the  action  taken  by  the 
officials  in  charge,  it  is  perfectly  clear  to  nw  that  we  should  not 
condemn  them. 

Lewis,  Commistioner,  dissenting: 

Although  the  circumstances  in  the  two  cases  are  slightly  dis- 
similar, for  the  reasons  stated  in  my  dissent  in  the  Penntytvania 
Railroad  Company  Gate,  66  I.  C.  C,  694, 1  desire  to  register  a  like 
dissent  to  the  conclusions  reached  by  the  majority  in  this  case. 

Commissioners  Haix  and  Daniels  also  dissent. 
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No.  11770. 

TALLULAH  COTTON  OIL  COMPANY 
ALABAMA  A  VICKSBURG  RAILWAY  COMPANY  ET  AL. 


SKbmUtoa  Vwem&er  Zi,  IStl.    Deddea  March  7, 19Zt. 


Bates  on  cork  waste  and  groand  cork.  In  mixed  c&rloiids,  and  od  nalla  In  basi 
and  In  kegs,  In  IcM  tban  carloads,  from  Beaver  Falls,  Pa.,  to  Tallulab,  La., 
found  unreasonable.    Repsratloa  awarde<l. 

Thomat  P.  Goodwin  for  complainaat^ 

J.  E.  Monroe  for  def eodante. 

bsfobt  of  the  commission. 
Division  8,  Cohhissionxus  Hall,  Eastuan,  and  Campbell. 
Bt  Division  3: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  the  examiner. 

Complainant,  a  corporation  manufacturing  veg^able  oils  at  Tallu- 
lah,  La.,  alleges  that  the  rate  charged  on  a  carload  shipment  of  cork 
waste,  ground  cork,  and  nails,  shipped  March  8,  1920,  from  Beaver 
Falls,  Pa.,  to  Tallulah,  La.,  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  it 
exceeded  the  aggregate  of  the  intermediate  rates  contemporaneously 
in  effect  We  are  asked  to  establish  a  rate  for  the  future  which  shall 
not  exceed  that  aggregate  and  to  award  reparation.  Bates  will  be 
stated  in  amounts  per  100  pounds. 

The  shipment  consisted  of  8,476  pieces  of  cork  waste,  in  machine- 
compressed  shapes,  sheets,  or  slabs,  without  binder,  weighing  18,311 
pounds,  73  bags  of  ground  cork  weighing  4,890  pounds,  and  1  bag 
and  4  kegs  of  wire  nails  weighing  397  pounds.  It  moved  from 
Beaver  Falls  to  Tallulah  via  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  on  a  bill  of  lading 
issued  by  the  Pennsylvania,  which  specified  routing  "  I.  C,  V.  &  S.  P." 
Freight  charges  of  $278.63  were  collected  at  a  rate  of  $1.18.  A  joint 
fourth-class  rate  of  $1,205  applied  on  waste  and  ground  cork,  in 
mixed  carloads,  minimum  weight  20,000  pounds,  and  on  nails  in  kegs, 
in  less  than  carloads.  A  joint  second-class  rate  of  $1.87  applied  on 
nails  in  bags,  in  less  than  carloads.     Undercharges  are  outstanding. 

Contemporaneously  there  were  in  effect  on  cork  waste  in  machine- 
compressed  shapes,  sheets,  or  slabs,  without  binder,  in  mixed  carloads 
with  ground  cork,  in  bags,  fourth-class  rates  of  76.5  cents  from 
Beaver  Falls  to  Vick^urg,  and  25  cents  from  Vicksburg  to  Tallulah, 
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a  total  of  $1,015.  There  were  also  in  effect  r  second-cUss  rate  of 
76.5  cents  on  nails  in  bags,  and  a  commodity  rate  of  47.5  cents  on 
nails,  in  kegs,  in  less  than  carloads,  from  Beaver  Falls  to  Vicksburg, 
and  a  second-class  rate  of  35.6  cents  on  nails  in  bags,  and  a  foortfa- 
class  rate  of  25  cents  on  nails  in  kegs  from  Vicksburg  to  Tallulah; 
making  through  rates  of  $1.12  on  the  nails  in  bags  and  72.6  cents  on 
the  nails  in  kegs.  The  fourth  section  departures  were  protected  by 
appropriate  applications  heard  in  another  proceeding  not  yet  de- 
cided. 

We  find  that  the  rat«s  applicable  were,  are,  and  for  the  future  will 
be  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded,  exceed,  or  may  ex- 
ceed the  aggregates  of  intermediate  rates  contemporaneously  in 
effect;  that  complainant  made  the  shipment  as  described  and  paid 
and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  it  has  been  damaged  in  the 
amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and  those  that 
would  have  accrued  at  the  rates  herein  found  reasonable;  and  that 
it  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest.  The  weight  of  the  nails 
in  bags  and  in  kegs  is  not  separately  shown.  Complainant  should 
comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Kules  of  Practice. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 

«i.c.a 
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Intestioation  and  SnsFeNsiON  Docket  No.  1439, 

WINDOW  GLASS  FROM  KANSAS  POINTS  TO  SIOUX 
FALLS,  S.  DAK. 


iNVZiSTlOATION  AND  SUSPENSION  DOCKBT  No.  1477. 

WINDOW  GLASS  FROM  OKLAHOMA  POINTS  TO  SIOUX 
FALLS,  S.  DAK. 


BMbmUted  Pebrwirr  16,  ISIB.    Decided  March  U.  IMt. 


Propo«ed  Incpeased  rate  on  window  slasa.  In  carloads,  from  Kansas  and  Okla- 
homa points  to  Sloax  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  found  not  Justtfled.  Subtended  BCli«d- 
nles  ordered  canceled. 

L.  P.  Nash  for  respondents. 
R.  D.  Springer  for  protestants. 

kzfost  ot  tkb  couuibuon. 

Division  3,  Cohmissioneiu  Hall,  Eastuan,  and  Cautbeix. 
Br  Division  8 : 

By  schedules  filed  to  become  effective  November  15,  1921,  and 
January  24, 1932,  respondents  proposed  to  increase  the  rate  on  win- 
dow glass,  in  carloads,  from  Kansas  and  Oklahoma  producing  points 
to  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dsk.,  from  46  cents  to  49.5  cents.  Upon  protest 
of  the  Sioux  Falls  Commercial  Club  and  the  Board  of  Bailroad 
Commissioners  of  South  Dakota,  the  operation  of  the  schedules  was 
suspended  until  April  14  and  May  24,  1922,  respectively.  No  hear- 
ing was  had  in  Investigation  and  Suspension  Docket  No.  1477,  but 
the  parties  stipulated  that  the  issues  presented  in  that  proceeding 
might  be  determined  upon  the  record  in  Investigation  and  Suspen- 
sion Docket  No.  1439.  The  cases  have  accordingly  been  consolidated 
and  will  1m  disposed  of  in  one  report.  Rates  are  stated  in  cents  per 
100  pounds. 

A  cconparison  of  the  rates  from  the  Kansas  and  Oklahoma  pro- 
ducing points  to  Siouz  Falls  and  related  destinations  is  set  forth  be- 
low. TYie  distances  given  are  approximate.  These  rates  have  re- 
mained unchanged  for  a  number  of  years  except  for  the  increase  made 
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pursuant  to  geoeral  order  No.  28  of  th«  Director  General  of  Bui- 
roads,  and  the  general  increase  of  1920. 
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Siouz  Falls  now  takes  the  same  rates  as  Chicago.  This  is  gener- 
ally true  as  to  all  commodities  from  Kansas  and  Oklahoma.  Fur- 
suaot  to  our  order  in  Watertown  Sash  (&  Door  Co.  t.  Director 
General,  fiS  I.  C.  C,  186,  the  rat«s  on  window  glass  from  Kansas  and 
Oklahoma  to  South  Dakota  points  are  based  upon  the  commodity 
rate  to  Siouz  City,  Siouz  Falls,  or  Pipestone,  Minn.,  plus  76  per 
cent  of  the  fifth-class  rate  beyond.  The  rate  situation  in  Minnesota 
and  northern  Iowa  appears  to  be  in  a  somewhat  chaotic  conditi<HL 
Most  of  the  Minnesota  points  are  reached  yia  the  Siouz  City  gateway, 
and  yet  some  of  them  take  the  same  rates  mi  this  traffic  as  Peoria, 
while  others  take  rates  as  low  as  St.  Louis  and  Des  Moines.  For 
instance,  the  rate  from  Oklahoma  and  Kansas  to  Momingside,  Iowa, 
within  the  switching  limits  of  Siouz  City,  is  37  cents,  or  respectively 
9  and  12.6  cents  lower  than  the  rates  from  Kansas  and  Oklahoma  to 
Siouz  City,  and  the  same  as  the  rate  to  Des  Moines  and  St  Louis  for 
distances  ranging  from  863  to  611  miles. 

Respondents  state  that  the  proposed  increase  of  rate  from  Okla- 
homa points  to  Siouz  Falls  was  in  order  to  align  it  with  the  rate  from 
Oklahoma  to  Sioux  City,  and  the  proposed  increase  of  rate  from  Kan- 
sas points  to  Sioux  Falls  was  in  order  to  preserve  the  parity  between 
the  Kansas  and  Oklahoma  rates,  which  is  generally  maintained  to 
points  in  this  territory.  They  admit  that  the  rates  to  northern  Iowa 
and  Minnesota  are  in  need  of  adjustment,  but  contend  that  this 
affords  no  reason  for  postponing  the  correction  of  the  Siouz  Falls 
rate. 

Respondents  compare  the  proposed  rate  to  Siouz  Falk  with  rates 
ranging  from  50.5  to  75.5  cents  in  effect  on  window  glass  between 
various  points  in  the  southwest  for  instances  ranging  from  241  to 
721  miles.  They  also  refer  to  rates  of  88,  96,  and  98  cents  to  the 
Kansas  points  from  St  Louis,  Chicago,  and  St  Paul,  respectively. 
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They  point  out  that  in  Bute  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  c6  8.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  62  I.  C.  C, 
380,  we  found  that  ■  rate  on  window  gloss  of  46  cents  as  of  June  24, 
1918,  from  Kansas  points  to  Houston,  Tez.,  620  miles,  was  not  un- 
reasonable, but  was  tinduly  prejudicial  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeded 
by  more  than  7  cents  the  rat«  from  the  same  points  to  Waco,  Tex., 
470  miles. 

The  maintenance  of  a  higher  rate  on  window  glass  from  Oklahoma 
to  Siouz  City  than  to  Sioux  Falls  is  protected  by  an  appropriate  ap- 
plication which  has  not  yet  been  assigned  for  hearing  and  no  opinion 
is  expressed  thereon.  Sioux  Falls  is  in  direct  competition  with  Dea 
Moines,  Albert  Lea,  and  other  cities  in  Uiis  territory,  and  while  the 
proposed  increase  would  remove  the  fourth  section  departure  as  to 
Sioux  City,  it  is  obvious  that  it  would  disturb  the  long-standing 
spread  between  the  rates  to  Sioux  Falls  and  practically  eveiy  other 
related  point 

We  find  that  the  proposed  schedules  have  not  been  justified.  An 
order  will  be  entered  requiring  their  canceUation  and  discontiauing 
this  proceeding. 
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No.  12160. 

ABMOUE  &  COMPANY 

V. 

DIRECTOE  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT,  AND  LEHIGH  VAIXEY 
RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


SubmOted  Vovemtar  Jl,  JMi.    Dwided  March  7,  iftM. 


Ohargea  on  frozen  beef  livers,  In  carlosds,  frmn  tbe  floU  bridge  ot  Ute  I 

Taller  Rsllroad  at  Jersey  CU7,  N.  J.,  t«  ptet  A.  Jersey  City,  tor  export, 
foDnd  imreaaonable.    Reparation  awarded. 

Paul  E.  Blanahard  and  TF.  W.  Manker  ior  compliinant. 

E.  H.  Burge»$  for  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company. 

John  F.  Finerty  iat  Director  General. 

Repobt  of  the  Com  1CI88ION. 
Division  3,  Coumisbionebs  HAiiL,  Eastman,  and  Campbeuu 
Bt  DmaioN  8: 

No  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  report  proposed  by  die  examiner. 

Complainant  is  a  corporation  engaged  in  the  meat-packing  business 
at  Chicago,  111.  By  complaint,  filed  January  27, 1931,  it  alleges  that 
the  rate  charged  for  the  transportation  on  November  19, 1919,  of  13 
carloads  of  frozen  beef  livers  from  the  float  bridge  of  the  Lehigh 
Valley  at  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,' to  pier  A  of  that  carrier  in  Jersey  City 
was  unjust  and  unreasonable.  We  are  asked  to  award  reparation 
and  to  prescribe  a  reasonable  rata  for  the  future. 

The  shipments,  destined  for  export  under  throngh  billing  from 
western  points  of  origin,  were  moved  by  car  float  of  the  New  York 
Central  from  the  terminal  freezer  of  that  carrier  at  Thirty-third 
street,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  to  the  side  of  the  steamship  Yamkill,  docked  > 
at  pier  A.  Delivery  was  to  have  been  made  direct  from  car  float 
to  vessel.  But  because  of  an  accumulation  of  barges  alongside  the 
vessel,  resulting  from  a  longshoremen's  strike,  prompt  ship-side 
delivery  could  not  be  made  and  the  steamship  officials  advised  com- 
plainant that  delivery  would  have  to  be  made  from  the  pier  along- 
side the  vessel,  or  else  the  vessel  would  clear  without  complainant's 
shipments.  Thereupon,  pursuant  to  complainant's  instructions,  the 
cars  were  floated  to  the  float  bridge  of  the  Lehigh  Valley  adjacent 
to  pier  A,  and  thence  moved  by  that  carrier  along  its  tracks  and  oat 
upon  the  pier,  a  total  distance  of  about  1  mile. 
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llfl  L«Iiigb  Valley  does  not  hold  itself  out  to  receive  freight  itt 
this  float  bridge  from  floats  of  the  New  York  Central  or  other  roads 
serving  points  west  Consequently  no  commodity  rate  or  specific 
switching  charge  was  or  is  published  for  such  a  movement.  The 
minimum  third;clas8  rate  of  17  cents  per  100  pounds  prescribed  by 
general  order  No.  28  was  assessed.  The  charges  per  car  at  this  rate 
ranged  from  $49.98  to  $106.13. 

Complainant  contends  that  the  service  performed  was  an  ordinary 
switching  movement  for  which  a  switching  charge  per  car  not  in  ex- 
cess of  $6  should  have  sufliced.  For  the  future  a  charge  of  $7  is 
sought.  As  tending  to  establish  the  propriety  of  the  level  of  such 
chai^ges,  complainant  compares  them  with  switching  charges  from 
$2  to  $6.50  per  car  for  distances  ranging  from  2  to  15  mUes  con- 
temporaneously applicable  between  points  in  and  about  Jersey  City 
on  the  lines  of  the  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  and  Delaware,  Lackawanna 
&  Western. 

The  Lehigh  Valley  took  the  leading  part  in  the  defense  which 
was  directed  solely  against  establishment  for  the  future  of  the  low 
charge  sought.  It  fears  that  such  a  charge  would  open  up  this  part 
of  its  tumioal  to  the  car  floats  of  other  roads  which  it  would  be 
unable  to  accommodate.  The  evidence  is  clear  that  under  ordinary 
conditions  no  necessity  exists  for  extending  the  use  of  these  facilities 
to  the  Xew  York  Central  and  other  lines,  as  their  cars  can  be  handled 
in  car  floats  direct  to  ship  side.  The  movement  was  unique  and 
was  permitted  because  the  roads  serving  Kew  York  harbor  were 
then  under  federal  control  and  operated  as  part  of  a  unified  system. 
The  Lehigh  Valley  can  handle  traffic  from  the  west  into  Jersey  City 
over  its  own  rails. 

At  the  hearing  the  representatives  of  the  Director  General  ex< 
pressed  willingness  to  admit  that  the  shipments  were  overcharged, 
as  this  irregular  method  of  delivery  was  performed  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  New  York  Central  and  should  not  be  chargeable  to 
the  shipper.  Nevertheless  the  evidence  shows  that  complainant 
asked  for  this  delivery,  and,  as  the  shipments  bad  been  moved  to  the 
billed  destination  in  New  York  harbor,  the  extra  movement  to  the 
float  bridge  and  beyond  to  pier  A  amounted  to  a  reconsignment  for 
which  defendant  was  entitled  to  a  reasonable  charge. 

An  examination  of  the  local  switching  tariffs  of  the  Delaware, 
Lackawanna  A  Western,  applicable  during  the  period  of  movement, 
shows  that  a  charge  of  $10  per  car  was  maintained  for  moving 
freight  coming  off  floats  of  other  railroads  from  its  float  bridge  at 
Jersey  City  to  cold-storage  warehouses  in  Jersey  City  or  Hobokeo, 
N.  J.    This  New  Ycn-k  Central's  tariff  governing  reconsignment 
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during  this  period  provided  a  charge  of  $5  per  car  for  the  recon- 
sigmneDt  of  freight  which  had  reached  billed  destination  on  its  line. 

We  find  that  the  charges  coUed»d  were  unreasonable  to  the  exteid 
that  they  exceeded  $10  per  car,  plus  a  reconsignment  charge  of  $5 
per  car;  that  complainant  made  the  shipments  as  described  and  paid 
and  bore  the  charges  thereon;  that  it  has  been  damaged  tiiereby  in 
the  amount  of  the  difference  between  the  charges  paid  and  those 
which  would  have  accrued  at  the  charges  herein  found  reasouftble; 
and  that  it  is  entitled  to  reparation,  with  interest.  Complainant 
should  comply  with  rule  V  of  the  Bules  of  Practice. 

The  record  does  not  show  that  the  Lehigh  Valley  is  vii^tlQg  any 
section  of  the  act  in  closing  this  part  of  its  terminal  to  outside 
traffic  and  no  order  for  the  future  will  be  entered. 
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No.  12287. 
GULF  CITY  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY 


DIRECTOR  GENERAL,  AS  AGENT. 


BubitUtied  Sovemter  $1,  ISil.    DedOea  March  7,  1922. 


Elate  on  oyster  sbdli,  In  caHoads,  from  Apalachlcola,  Fla.,  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  fonnd 
nnreBBonable.    Damage  to  complainant  not  established.    Complaint  dl*- 

S.  G.  Oobb  for  complBinant. 

John  F.  Finerty  and  E.  C.  Blanchard  for  defendant. 

Report  of  the  CoiiiiisaioN. 
Divisioir  3,  CouuissioNERS  Hall,  Eastuan,  and  Camfbeix. 

Br  Division  3 : 

Exceptions  were  filed  by  defendant  to  the  report  proposed  by  the 
examiner.    Our  conclusions  differ  from  those  sug^^ested  by  him. 

Complainant,  a  corporation,  crushes  oyster  shells  at  Mobile,  Ala. 
It  alleges  that  the  charges  collected  on  three  carloads  of  oyster 
shells  shipped  from  Apalachicola,  Fla.,  to  Mobile  during  January, 
1919,  were  unjust  and  unreasonable.  Reparation  only  is  soughL 
Rates  are  stated  in  amounts  per  net  ton  unless  otherwise  indicated. 

The  southern  classification  provides  for  fertilizer  rates  on  oyster 
shells,  and,  if  those  are  lacking,  for  sixth-class  rates.  The  ship- 
ments moved  over  the  Apalachicola  Northern  to  River  Junction, 
Fla.,  80  miles,  and  the  Louisville  &,  Nashville  beyond,  265  miles, 
total,  345  miles.  Charges  were  collected  at  the  applicable  combina- 
tion rate  of  $6.50,  composed  of  a  joint  sixth-class  rate  of  $4.40  to 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  and  a  commodity  rate  of  $2.10  back  to  Mobile. 
These  rates  were  applicable  on  fertilizer  and  their  use  in  the  con- 
struction of  the  combination  was  authorized  under  rule  5(b)  of  our 
Tariff  Circular  18-A.  Effective  February  26,  1919,  a  joint  rate  of 
$2.70  was  established.  Complainant  relies  in  part  upon  the  subse- 
quently established  rate,  contending  that  defendant  and  the  initial 
line  promised  to  provide  for  its  establishment  at  an  earlier  date. 

When  the  shipments  moved,  commodity  rates  on  ground  and 
crushed  oyster  shells  applied  over  the  Louisville  &  Nashville  from 
various  southern  points  to  numerous  destinations.    Typical  of  these 
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is  a  rate  of  $3.10  from  Biloxi,  Miss.,  to  Nashville,  Tenn.,  544  miles, 
yielding  toD-mile  earnings  of  5.7  mills.  Commodity  rat«s  also  ap- 
plied on  oyster-shell  dust  and  powdered  oyster  shells  from  Mobile 
to  numerous  points  on  the  Louisville  &  Nashville,  including  stations 
between  Pensacola,  Fla.,  and  River  Junction.  To  Sneads,  FU.,  6 
miles  west  of  River  Junction,  the  rat«  was  8.5  cents  per  100  pounds, 
equivalent  to  $1.70  per  ton,  and  yielded  ton-mile  earnings  of  6.6 
mills.  The  relative  transportation  characteristics  of  these  commodi- 
ties and  oyster  shells  are  not  disclosed,  although  it  appears  that  the 
value  of  the  latter  is  only  3S  cents  per  ton  and  that  the  average 
weight  of  complainant's  shipments  was  74,266  pounds.  The  rate 
applicable  yielded  ton-mile  earnings  of  18.8  mills,  and  the  $2.70  rate 
7.8  mills. 

Defendant  contends  that  the  rates  to  and  from  Montgomery  c<mi- 
pare  favorably  with  other  fertilizer  rates  in  this  territory,  but  tlie 
distance  to  and  from  Montgom^7  is  583  milee,  or  238  miles  greater 
than  over  the  route  of  movement.  The  record  contains  no  specific 
evidence  as  to  what  fixed  the  level  of  the  $2.70  rate.  It  is  the  equiva- 
lent of  the  dass-P  rate  then  in  effect  to  River  Junction,  plus  $1.70 
beyond,  the  rate  then  in  effect  from  Mobile  to  Sneads  on  oyster-shell 
dust  or  powdered  oyster  shells. 

The  Apalachicola  Northern,  which  was  not  under  federal  control, 
is  not  a  party  to  this  proceeding,  but  defendant  was  a  party  to  the 
joint  rate  to  Mootgoitiery,  and  the  nonjoinder  is  immaterial.  OrgiU 
Bros.  t6  Co.  V.  A'.,  C.  <&  St.  L.  Ry.,  89  I.  C.  C,  513. 

We  find  that  the  rate  charged  was  unreasonable  to  the  extent  that 
it  exceeded  $2.70  per  ton.  The  record  does  not  establish  that  com- 
plainant paid  and  bore  the  freight  charges,  or  was  otherwise  dam- 
aged, and  the  complaint  will  be  dismissed. 
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Finance  Docket  No.  1600. 
IN  THE  MATTEK  OF  THE  CONSTRUCTION  OF  THE  WOED 
"DEFICIT"  AS  USED  IN  PAEAGEAPH  (a)  OF  SECTION 
204  OF  THE  TEANSPORTATION  ACT,  1920. 


Sultmitted  jVovemftvr  if,  ISSI.    Decided  FeUnory  9, 19U. 


BeU,  That  the  word  "d^clt,"  as  used  In  paragraph  (a)  of  section  204  of  the 
tranqiortstlon  set,  1020,  meana  a  dettdeney  vr  decrease  in  a  carrier's  rtll- 
way  operating  Income  for  tbat  portion  (as  a  wtiole)  of  the  period  of  federal 
control  during  which  It  operated  Its  own  railroad  as  compared  with  its 
STerage  railway  operating  Income  for  the  corresponding  portions  of  the  test 
period. 

B.  M.  Rohingon,  B.  B.  Cain^  George  H.  Parker^  S.  S.  AsKbaugh,  and 
MarceUus  Green  for  American  Short  Line  Eailroad  Association. 

Ernest  S.  Ballard  for  Muscatine,  Burlington  &.  Southern  Eailroad 
Company;  George  B.  Webster  for  St.  Louis,  Kennett  &  Soutbeaatem 
Eailroad  Compajiy;  Ed/ward  E.  Garvn,  for  Wisconsin  &  Northern 
Eailroad  Company ;  James  W.  Garmalt  for  West  Virginia  Northern 
Eailroad  Company  and  Wisconsin  Northwestern  Eailway;  Victor 
Remy  ior  Illinois  Northern  Eailway;  W.  M,  Hopkins  for  Blythe- 
rille,  LeachviUe  &  Arkansas  Southern  Eailroad  Company  and 
Springfield  Terminal  Railway  Company;  and  Arthur  Hale  for 
Aaherton  &  Gulf  Eailway  Company  and  other  carriers. 

e£k>kt  of  tbb  cohhission, 
By  the  Commission  : 

This  matter  was  assigned  for  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  formally 
determining  a  question  of  first  importance  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  section  204  of  the  transportation  act,  1920,  which 
provides  for  the  reimbursement  of  railway  companies  for  losses  sus- 
tained during  that  portion  of  the  federal  control  period  during  which 
they  were  privately  operated.  These  companies  are  commonly  re- 
ferred to  as  the  "  short  lines." 

Paragraph  (c)  of  section  204  provided  that  as  soon  as  practicable 
after  March  1, 1920,  we  should  ascertain  for  every  carrier,  for  every 
month  of  the  federal  control  period  during  which  its  railroad  was 
not  under  federal  operation,  its  railway  operating  deficit,  or  its 
railway  operating  income,  hereinafter  termed  "  control  return,"  and 
the  average  of  its  railway  operating  deficit  or  of  its  railway  operat- 
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ing  income  for  the  three  corresponding  months  of  the  test  period, 
hereinafter  termed  "  test  return " ;  it  being  further  provided  in 
the  section  that  these  "  contn^  returns  "  and  "  t«st  returns  "  should 
be  used  as  bases  for  computing  the  amounts  payable  to  the  carriers. 
Pursuant  to  this  requirement  we  issued,  on  March  4,  1920,  an  order 
requiring  carriers  to  report  to  us  the  data  deemed  necessary  in 
ascertaining  these  "  returns,"  and  prescribing  a  form  for  such  re- 
ports. In  this  order  we  announced,  in  effect,  that  carriers  which 
did  not  sustain  a  railway  operating  deficit  for  that  portion  of  the 
federal  control  period  during  which  they  were  privately  operated 
were  not  covered  by  section  204.  This  announcement  was  made  out 
of  abundant  caution  at  a  time  when  we  had  had  no  opportunity  to 
give  to  the  section,  especially  to  paragraph  (a)  thereof,  the  critical 
and  mature  consideration  essential  to  its  correct  interpretatJcoL 
Notwithstanding  this  announcement,  various  carriers  whose  railway 
properties  were  privately  operated  during  a  portion  of  the  federal 
control  period,  and  which,  for  such  period  of  private  operation  as  a 
whole,  had  railway  operating  incomes,  but  smaller  incomes  than 
their  average  incomes  for  corresponding  portions  of  the  test  period, 
presented  to  us  requests  for  certification  of  payments  under  section 
S04.  As  we  were  still  in  doubt  as  to  the  proper  construction  of  this 
section,  these  requests  were  informally  denied.  Thereupon  these 
carrien,  hereinafter  called  the  protestants,  asked  for  a  hearing, 
which  was  held  on  November  4,  1931,  and  at  which  their  representa- 
tives made  oral  arguments  and  submitted  hrief& 

In  paragraph  (a)  the  term  "  carrier  "  is  declared  to  mean  a  carrier 
which,  among  other  things,  "  sustained  a  deficit  in  its  railway  operat- 
ing income  for  that  portion  (as  a  whole)  of  the  period  of  federal 
control  during  which  it  operated  its  own  railroad  or  system  of  trans- 
portation." The  phrase  "  deficit  in  its  railway  operating  income,"  in 
that  definition,  ia  not  employed  by  accountants.  In  the  system  of 
accounts  prescribed  by  us,  the  phrase  "  railway  operating  deficit"  is 
employed  in  a  sense  antithetical  to  "  railway  operating  income  "  and, 
thus  used,  means  an  excess  of  operating  expenses  and  taxes  over 
operating  revenues.  It  is  apparent  that  the  phrase  "  deficit  in  rail- 
way operating  income,"  if  employed  to  express  the  same  idea,  is  an 
inaccurate  use  of  words,  which  are  self-contradictory,  because,  just  as 
a  deficit  and  an  income  can  not  exist  at  the  same  time,  so  there  can 
not  be  a  deficit  in  income.  There  is  no  doubt,  however,  that  this 
phrase,  "  deficit  in  railway  operating  income,"  is  used  in  paragraphs 
(b),  (c),  and  (f)  to  express  an  excess  of  railway  operating  expenses 
over  railway  operating  revenues  in  one  period  without  reference  to 
another  period,  just  as  in  paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  the  word  **  deficit " 
is  used  in  the  same  sense.    If  this  meaning  be  given  to  the  phrase 
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"  deficit  in  railway  operating  inccwne,"  as  used  in  paragraph  (a)  the 
effect  is  to  limit  the  benefits  of  section  204  to  those  carriers  which 
Bostained  railway  operating  deficits  for  that  portion  of  the  federal 
control  period  during  which  they  were  privately  operated.  The 
protestants  contend  that  thia  construction  results  in  injustice  and 
unfair  discrimination,  in  that  it  excludes  from  the  benefits  of  the 
section  those  carriers  which  had  a  net  Income  for  that  portion  of  the 
federal  control  period  during  which  they  were  privately  operated, 
althou^  they  may  have  suffered  substantial  decreases  in  income  aa 
compared  with  their  incomes  in  the  test  period.  They  insist  that 
Congres  iiould  not  have  intended  such  an  inequitable  result.  And 
they  point  out  that  paragraph  (a)  may  be  harmonized  with  the  re- 
mainder of  the  section  by  construing  Uie  phrase  "  deficit  in  railway 
operating  income  "  to  mean  a  deficiency  or  decrease  in  railway  oper- 
ating income,  as  compared  with  the  average  income  for  the  corre- 
sponding portions  of  the  t«st  period. 

The  basic  principle  which  underlies  all  rules  of  statutory  construc- 
tion is  that  the  purpose,  the  intent  of  the  lawmaker  constitutes  the 
law.  And  it  is  now  thoroughly  established  that,  where  the  language 
of  a  statute  is  of  doubtful  meaning,  the  true  interpretation  is  to 
be  ascertained  by  aa  inquiry  into  the  purpoee,  the  spirit  of  the  law 
as  disclosed  by  its  entire  context,  by  the  history  of  its  enactment, 
by  statutes  in  pari  materia,  and  by  the  general  system  of  legislation 
of  which  the  statute  in  question  is  a  part 

Postponing,  for  the  present,  consideration  of  the  meaning  of  the 
phrase,  "  deficit  in  its  railway  operating  income,"  as  it  occurs  in 
the  definition  of  "  carrier  "  in  paragraph  (a),  we  shall  first  examine 
the  remaining  paragraphs  of  the  section,  considered  without  refer- 
enee  to  paragraph  (a). 

Paragraph  (f )  provides  that  in  the  exceptional  case  of  a  carrier 
which  operated  its  railroad  for  less  than  a  year  during,  or  for  none 
of,  the  test  period,  the  computation  prescribed  by  the  section  shall 
not  be  used,  but  there  shall  be  payable  to  such  carrier  Its  railway 
operating  deficit  sustained  under  private  operation  during  the  fed- 
eral control  period.  Hie  obvious  reason  for  this  exception  lies  in 
the  impracticability  of  measuring  the  injury  to  such  a  carrier  by  a 
comparison  of  its  **  control  returns  "  with  its  **  test  returns,"  because 
of  its  lack  of  an  adequate  test-period  experience.  With  this  single 
exception,  the  amounts  payable  to  carriers  under  the  section  are  to  ' 
be  computed  by  us  in  accordance  with  the  method  set  fortii  with 
unusual  detail  in  paragraphs  (c)  to  (g),  inclusive. 

By  paragraph  (c)  we  are  directed  to  ascertain  for  every  carrier, 
for  every  month  of  the  federal  control  period  during  which  it  wai 
privately  operated,  its  "  control  return  "  and  its  **  test  return."    By 
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paragraph  (d)  we  are  directed  to  aEcertain  the  amount  obtained 
from  a  comparison  of  the  carrier's  "control  return"  with  its  "teat 
return  "  for  ever;  month  in  which  such  comparison  shows  a  decrease 
or  loss  in  its  income,  it  being  provided  that  the  sum  of  these  amoonts 
shfdl  be  credited  to  the  carrier.  By  paragraph  (e)  we  are  directed 
to  ascertain  Uie  amount  obtained  from  a  comparison  of  the  carrier^ 
"  control  return  "  with  its  "  test  return  "  for  every  month  in  which 
such  comparison  shows  an  increase  or  gain  in  its  income,  it  being 
provided  that  the  sum  of  these  amounts  shall  be  credited  to  tbo 
United  States.  Paragraph  (f)  provides  that,  if  the  sum  of  the 
amounts  so  credited  to  the  carrier  under  (d)  exceeds  the  sum  of 
the  amounts  so  credited  to  the  United  States  under  (e),  the  differ- 
ence shall  be  payable  to  the  carrier.  And  by  paragraph  (g)  we 
are  directed  to  certify  this  difference,  the  amount  payable  to  the 
carrier,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

In  view  of  the  doubtful  meaning  of  the  phrase,*'  deficit  in  railway 
operating  income,"  as  used  in  paragraph  (a),  it  is  fortunate  that 
these  remarkably  specific  directions,  in  themselves  and  unaided  by 
that  paragraph,  so  fully  disclose  the  purpose  of  Congress,  l^e 
exception  of  the  single  case,  above  noted,  of  a  carrier  which  operated 
its  property  for  less  than  a  year  during,  or  for  none  of,  the  test 
period,  in  which  case,  because  of  the  inadequacy  of  its  test-period 
experience,  the  use  of  the  prescribed  computation  is  impracticable, 
emphasizes  the  purpose  of  Congress  that  the  reimbursement  of  all 
carriers,  with  that  one  exception,  shall  be  governed  by  the  method 
of  computation  prescribed  in  these  specific  directions.  An  analysis 
of  these  provisions,  omitting  from  consideration  the  esceptiooal 
case  to  which  they  are  inapplicable,  reveals  ih»  following  facta 
which  evidence  the  intention  of  Congress : 

1.  We  are  directed  to  ascertain  the  "  control  return"  and  the  **  test 
return"  for  every  carrier  for  every  month  while  under  private 
operation  in  the  ^deral  control  period,  wholly  without  reference  to 
the  result  of  its  operations  during  such  period  of  private  opera- 
tion, whether  a  deficit  or  an  income. 

2.  We  are  directed  to  credit  to  the  carrier  the  sum  of  all  decreases 
in  its  income,  wholly  without  reference  to  whether  the  decrease  is 
(1)  the  difference  between  a  "control"  deficit  and  a  smaller  "test" 
deficit,  or  (2)  the  difference  between  a  "control"  income  and  a 
larger  "test"  income,  or  (3)  the  sum  of  a  "control"  deficit  plus 
a  "  test "  income. 

3.  We  are  directed  to  credit  to  the  United  States  the  sum  of  all 
increases  in  the  carrier's  income,  wholly  withont  rt  ference  to  whether 
the  increase  is  (1)  the  difference  between  a  "control"  income  and 
a  smaller  "test"  income,  or  (2)  the  difference  between  a  "control" 
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deficit  and  a  larger  "test"  deficit,  or  (8)  the  sum  of  a  "control"  in- 
come plus  a  "test"  deficit. 

4.  If  the  sum  of  all  decreases  in  the  carrier's  income  exceeds  the 
sam  of  aU  increases  in  its  income,  we  are  directed  to  certify  the  dif- 
ference to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  This  difference  is  the 
total  decrease  in  income  reflected  by  monthly  comparisons  of  the 
carrier's  "  control "  operations  with  its  "  test "  operations. 

5.  These  directions  for  computing  and  certifying  the  amounts  pay- 
able to  carriers  contain  no  authority  for  the  certification  of  defieiti 
sustained  under  private  operation  during  the  federal  control  period. 

These  provisions  are  mandatory.  They  are  ezpreesed  with  a  pre- 
cision which  precludes  misunderstanding. 

Applying  them  to  a  concrete  case :  There  is  nothing  improbable  in 
the  supposition  that  a  carrier  might  have  had  an  income  for  every 
month  while  under  private  operation  in  the  federal  control  pwiod 
and  a  larger  income  for  each  corresponding  month  of  the  test  period. 
In  such  a  case,  a  comparison  of  the  "  control "  income  with  the 
**  test "  income,  each  month,  would  show  a  decrease  in  the  carrier's 
income.  Under  the  mandatory  direction  in  paragraph  (d)  the  gum 
of  these  decreases  in  income  must  be  credited  to  the  carrier.  There 
would  be  nothing  to  credit  to  the  United  States  under  paragraph  (e). 
Obviously,  the  difference  between  the  sum  of  the  decreases  in  inccwae 
so  credited  to  the  carrier  and  the  sum  of  the  amounts  credited  to  Uie 
United  States,  namely,  notiiing,  would  be  the  sum  of  the  decreases  ii 
income,  and  this  amount  would  be  payable  to  the  carrier  under  para- 
graph (f).  With  such  a  record  before  us,  it  would  unquestionably 
be  our  duty  to  certify  this  amount  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Our  refusal  to  do  so  would  be  a  direct  violation  of  ttw  mandatory 
direction  in  paragraph  (g).  And  yet  this  carrier  would  have  had, 
not  a  deficit,  but  an  income,  for  that  portion  (as  a  whole)  of  the 
federal  control  period  during  which  it  operated  its  own  railroad. 

Conversely,  there  is  nothing  improbable  in  the  aseumptitm  that  a 
carrier  might  have  sustained  a  deficit  for  every  month  while  under 
private  operation  in  the  federal  control  period  and  a  larger  deficit 
for  each  corresponding  month  of  the  test  period.  In  such  a  case, 
a  cnnparison  of  these  two  deficits,  each  month,  would  show  an  in- 
crease in  the  carrier's  income.  These  increases  would  be  credited  to 
the  United  States.  There  would  be  nothing  to  credit  to  the  carrier. 
CkoiSBquently,  no  amount  would  be  payable  to  the  carrier.  And  yet 
this  carrier  would  hav«  suBtained  a  deficit  during  that  portion  (as  a 
whole)  of  the  period  of  federal  control  during  which  it  operated  its 
own  railroad. 

It  has  thus  been  condnmvely  dononstrated  that,  under  these  plain 
prerisions,  prescribing  the  method  of  computing  when  and  in  what 


);Gooi^lc 


770  IKtEBSTATE  COUUBBOE  OOMUISSIOH  BEPOBIS. 

unount  a  cftrri«r  is  entitled  to  reimbursBment,  the  fact  that  a  earner 
has  sustained  a  deficit  while  privately  operated  during  the  federal 
control  period  is  not  dfltenninative  either  of  tlie  cBrri«''B  right  to 
Feimbursement  or  of  the  amount  to  which  it  may  be  entitled.  A 
carrier  which  sustained  a  deficit  in  such  period  of  private  operatioD 
may  or  may  not  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  section,  and,  if  it 
be  entitled  to  reimbursement,  the  amount  payable  to  it  under  tbe 
prescribed  method  of  computation  is  wholly  unrelated  to  its  deficit 
in  audi  period  of  private  operation.  These  conclusions  are  clearly 
deducible  from  paragraphs  framed  with  unusual  particularify  and 
precision  and  wholly  free  from  ambiguity. 

It  is  important  to  observe,  however,  that  Congress,  in  enacting 
section  204,  used  the  same  word  with  different  meanings  in  different 
connections.  Although,  with  the  one  exception  noted,  the  section 
contains  no  authori^  for  the  payment  of  deficits  sustained  by  car- 
riers while  under  private  operation  in  the  federal  control  period, 
nevertheless  the  section  is  officially  entitled,  "  Reimbursement  of 
Deficits  During  Federal  Control."  If  the  word,  "  deficits,"  in  thia 
title,  were  construed  in  ite  technical  sense,  as  used  by  accouataots, 
and  as  it  is  used  in  paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  of  the  section,  that  is, 
as  meaning  an  excess  of  operating  expenses  over  operating  revenues, 
in  cne  period  without  reference  to  another  period,  the  title  would 
not  be  descriptive  of  the  subject  matter  of  the  section.  The  sectitm 
is  a  provinon  for  the  reimbursement,  not  of  a  carrier's  deficit  sus- 
tained under  private  operation  in  the  federal  control  period,  but  of 
the  decrease  or  loss  in  its  inc(»ne  for  such  period  of  private  opera- 
tion as  compared  with  its  average  income  for  corresponding  portions 
of  the  test  period.  Thia  being  the  subject  matter  of  the  section,  and 
it  being  presumed  that  the  title  was  intended  to  accurately  describe 
that  subject  matter,  it  is  entirely  plain  that  Congress,  in  Uie  title, 
used  the  word  "  deficits  "  is  ^e  sense  of  decreases  or  losses  in  federal 
control  incomes  as  compared  with  test-penod  incomes. 

Congress  was  guilty  of  no  inaccuracy  in  thus  employing  the  word 
"  deficits "  in  the  title.  It  simply  made  use  of  the  general  and 
broader  nwaning  of  the  word  which  accords  with  its  derivaticHi  and 
with  the  definitions  given  to  it  by  lexicographers  of  recognized 
authority.  "Deficit**  is  literally  the  third  person  present  indicative 
of  the  Latin  verb,  deficere,  and  means  "it  is  wanting"  or  "it  falls 
short  of."  It  is  defined  by  Webster  as  deficiency  in  amount  or 
quality;  a  falling  short,  especially  of  income.  There  is  nothing 
unusual  in  the  fact  that  the  word  deficit  is  thus  used  in  a  na.rrow  and 
technical  sense  in  certain  paragraphs  of  the  section  and  in  its  gen- 
eral and  broader  meaning  in  the  title.  In  American  Semtrity  Ctun- 
pam/y  v.  District  of  Colvmbia,  224  U.  S-,  491, 4»4,  the  Supreme  Court 
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of  the  United  States,  referring  to  a  recurrent  phrase  in  a  statnte, 
said :  "  But  it  needs  no  authority  to  show  that  the  same  phrase  may 
have  different  meanings  is  different  connections." 

We  are  convinced  that  not  only  in  the  title  but  also  in  the  defini- 
tion of  "  carrier  "  in  paragraph  (a)  of  section  204,  the  word  "  deficit " 
is  used  in  its  general  and  broader  meaning;  that  is,  a  deficiency,  a 
falling  short,  a  decrease.  The  measure  of  which  the  income  falls 
short  is  the  standard  or  test  with  which  the  income  is  compared.  It 
is  to  be  noted  that  in  this  same  paragraph  (a),  in  which  the  word 
**  deficit "  is  used  in  defining  "  carrier,"  the  "  test  period "  is  also 
defined.  And,  in  the  section,  the  amount  of  "  reimbursement  of 
deficits  during  federal  control "  is  explicitly  based  on  comparisons 
of  income  for  every  month  of  private  operation  in  the  federal  con- 
trol period  with  the  averages  of  income  for  the  three  corresponding 
months  of  the  test  period,  technical  or  absolute  deficits  for  either 
period  being  treated  as  minus  quantities. 

If  the  word  "  deficit,"  in  the  definition  of  carrier  in  paragraph  (a) 
is  construed  as  a  deficiency  or  decrease  in  income  under  private  oper- 
ation in  the  federal  control  period  as  compared  with  the  income  dur- 
ing the  test  period,  the  definition  of  "carrier"  is  completely  harmon- 
ized with  both  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  remaining  paragraphs  of 
the  section.  If,  however,  this  word  is  given  ito  technical  meaning 
as  used  by  accountants  the  effect  is  to  make  the  right  to  reimburse- 
ment contingent  upon  the  carrier's  having  su^ained  a  technical  or 
absolute  deficit  while  privately  operated  in  the  federal  control 
period,  a  result  which  is  in  direct  conflict  with  the  plan  of  reim- 
bursement set  forth  in  detail  in  the  section.  The  rule  is  thoroughly 
established  that  if  a  word  or  phrase  is  susceptible  of  two  construc- 
tions, one  of  which  will  effectuate  the  evident  purpose  of  the  statute 
and  one  of  which  is  inconsistent  or  in  conflict  with  that  purpose,  the 
former  must  a)ntrol.  Johnson  v.  Southern  Pacific  Co.y  196  U.  S., 
1,  18.  We  are,  therefore,  unable  to  resist  the  conclusion  that,  in  the 
definition  of  "carrier"  in  paragraph  (a).  Congress  meant  those  car- 
riers which  sustained  losses  in  income  under  private  operation  in  the 
federal  control  period  as  compared  with  the  test  period. 

The  idea  that  Congress,  in  the  definition  of  "  carrier,"  intended 
those  carriers  only  which  sustained  actual  deficits  under  private 
operation  in  the  federal  control  period,  is  not  only  in  direct  conflict 
with  the  plan  of  reimbursement  detailed  in  the  remaining  para- 
graphs of  the  section  but  it  is  negatived  by  the  fact  that  such  a 
clafodfication  of  camera  would  be  purely  arbitrary  and  wholly  un- 
supported by  any  sound  reason.  The  purpose  of  the  section  is  to 
reimburse  carriers  for  losses  sustained  because  of  federal  control. 
It  is  obvious  that  a  carrier  which  had  a  net  income  under  private 
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operation  in  the  federal  control  period  may  have  sustained  a  loa 
by  reason  of  federal  control  equal  to  or  greater  than  that  of  a  carrier 
which  sustained  a  deficit  during  such  period  of  private  operation. 
And  there  is  nothing  in  the  circumstances  surrounding  these  car- 
riers which  raises  any  presumption  that  those  which  sustained  actual 
deficits  were  more  necessitous  than  those  which  had  net  incomes. 
Moreover,  such  a  classification  leads  to  results  which  are  so  inequit- 
able as  to  be  absurd.  Let  it  be  supposed,  for  example,  that,  of  two 
carriers,  one  had  an  actual  deficit  in  the  federal  control  period  of 
$2  and  an  actual  net  income  in  the  "  test  period  "  of  $998,  and  the 
other  had  an  actual  net  income  in  the  "  test  period  "  of  $2,002  and  an 
actual  net  income  in  the  federal  control  period  of  $2.  According 
to  the  method  of  computation  prescribed  by  the  section,  the  first 
carrier  lost  because  of  federal  control  $1,000  and  the  second  carrier 
lost  because  of  federal  control  $2,000.  Nevertheless,  under  the  clasa- 
fication  we  are  considering,  the  first  carrier  would  be  entitled  to  re- 
imbursement, while  the  second,  whose  loss  was  twice  as  great,  would 
be  denied.  If,  however,  it  be  further  supposed  that  the  second 
carrier  had  switched  one  car  less  at  a  $4  switching  charge,  or  had 
refunded  a  charge  of  $4  previously  collected,  the  effect  would  ba 
to  convert  its  actual  net  income  of  $2  into  an  actual  deficit  of  $2, 
with  the  result  that  it  would  be  entitled,  under  the  classification,  to 
reimbursement  in  the  amount  of  $2,004.  We  can  not  attribute  to 
Congress  the  intention  to  make  a  classification  which  would  resoH 
in  such  absurdities. 

The  soundness  of  the  conclusion  reached  by  us  ia  further  rein- 
forced by  a  consideration  of  the  history  of  this  legislation  and  of 
other  acts  in  pari  materia  which  show  that  it  was  the  consiateid 
policy  of  Congress  to  measure  the  compensation  of  all  roada  for  any 
injury  resulting  from  federal  control  by  their  average  inoonua 
during  the  test  period. 

When  the  government  assumed  control  of  the  railroads  the  problem 
of  providing  for  their  just  compensation  during  federal  control  was 
met  by  the  federal  control  act  which,  in  effect,  guaranteed  to  all  roads 
incomes  during  federal  control  equal  to  the  average  of  their  incomes 
during  the  test  period.  This  guaranty  was  given  to  every  road,  witii- 
out  reference  to  the  result  of  its  federal  control  operations,  whether 
a  deficit  or  an  income. 

A  great  number  of  the  roads,  the  short  lines,  were  relinquidaed 
from  federal  control  in  June,  1918,  but  all  the  large  trunk  lines  were 
operated  by  the  government  during  the  entire  period  of  federal  oan- 
trol.  During  this  period  the  operation  of  the  roads  was  neceesarily 
conducted  primarily  in  the  interest  of  the  military  needs  of  the 
government,  and  at  the  close  of  the  federal  control  period  the  roftda 
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-were  in  »  somewhat  disorganized  state,  and  traffic  and  buuness  condi- 
tions were  very  different  from  what  they  were  in  ldl7  before  the  roads 
-were  taken  under  federal  control.  Upon  the  return  of  the  roads 
to  private  control  the  problem  was  presented  of  making  such  pro- 
vision that  when  returned  and  before  they  were  able  to  adjust  them- 
aelres  to  the  new  conditions  the  roads  should  not  suffer  insupportable 
losses  by  reason  of  the  state  of  affairs  caused  by  federal  control 
This  problem  was  met  by  section  209  of  the  transportation  act,  1920, 
which  applied  to  every  road  under  federal  control  at  the  end  of  the 
federal  control  period  and  also  to  those  roads  which  had  been  relin- 
quished from  federal  control  but  which  had  competed  for  traffic,  or 
connected,  with  a  raUroad  at  any  time  under  federal  control.  This 
section  guaranteed  to  these  roads,  for  the  ^z  months  following  the 
termination  of  federal  control,  incomes  equal  to  the  average  of  their 
incomes  during  six  months  of  the  test  period.  This  guaranty  was 
given  to  each  of  these  roads  without  reference  to  the  result  of  its 
operations  during  the  guaranty  period,  whether  a  deficit  or  an 
income. 

The  federal  control  act  provided  that  the  President  might  relin- 
quish control  of  any  railroad  prior  to  July  1,  X918,  and  that  no 
right  to  compensation  under  that  act  should  accrue  after  such  relin- 
quishment. Congress  realized  that  the  short  lines,  if  released  from 
federal  control,  would  be  at  a  great  disadvantage  by  reason  of  the 
continued  federal  operation  of  the  roads  with  which  they  competed 
or  connected.  It  was  apparent  that  the  short  lines  would  be  com- 
pelled to  pay  the  same  wages,  the  same  prices  for  supplies  as  paid 
by  roads  under  federal  control,  that  they  would  have  to  confonn 
to  the  administrative  rulings  relating  to  operation,  distribution  of 
cars,  and  routing  of  traffic  which  the  government  prescribed  for  roads 
under  federal  control,  and  that  the  traffic  which  would  normally  go 
over  these  roads  would  in  many  cases  be  diverted  over  roads  under 
federal  control.  Accordingly,  on  June  89,  1918,  Congress  passed 
a  resolution  which  provided  that  no  road  which  connected  or  com- 
peted with  a  road  under  federal  control  should  be  relinquished. 
This  resolution  was  vetoed  by  the  President.  Its  passage,  however, 
indicates  that  Congress  was  aware  of  the  injury  which  relinquish- 
ment would  cause  the  short  lines  and  that  its  intuition  was  to  pre- 
vent that  injury  by  providing  that  tbey  should  remain  under  the 
protection  of  the  guaranty  provisiona  of  the  federal  control  act. 

The  House  bill  (H.  R.  4378),  which  was  one  of  the  bUls  under 
consideration  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  transportation  act,  con- 
tained no  provision  for  reimbursement  of  the  ^ort  lines  for  the 
federal  control  period.  Upon  consideration  of  this  bill  by  the 
Senate  an  amendment  was  inserted  providing  that  as  to  lines  which 
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had  been  taken  onder  federal  control  and  had  been  sabsequenUj 
relinquished  regardless  of  the  wishes  of  their  owners  "  this  act 
shall  constitute  a  guaranty  to  the  extent  of  any  actual  operating 
deficit,  including  taxes,  that  may  have  been  incurred  during  tlte 
period  January  1, 1918,  to  the  date  when  this  act  takes  effect."  Tlin 
amendment,  which  was  a  proposal  to  measure  the  losses  to  the  dtcct 
lines  caused  by  federal  control  by  tbeir  actual  deficits  susteioed 
during  the  federal  control  period,  was  rejected  in  conference.  Tbe 
statement  of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  upon  the  sub- 
stitute bill  (H.  B.  10463)  referred  to  section  204  as  follows : 

Tlie  Eenate  amendment  In  section  S  contained  a  provision  that  railroads  not 
operated  bjr  tbe  Govemment  during  the  period  of  Federal  control  should  bt 
paid  the  entire  amount  of  their  defldt  during  the  Federal  control  i»eriod.  Mt 
Bucb  proTlflion  wag  contained  in  the  House  bill.  Tbe  conferees  reooniBMsd, 
in  section  201  of  tbe  confennce  bill,  tUat  carriers  which  Htataliied  ■  deAdt 
in  railway  operatlns  income  under  their  own  operation  during  the  period  s( 
Federal  control  shall  be  paid  tbe  amount  b;  which  such  deficit  exceeds  tkt 
corresponding  deficit  during  the  teat  period.  The  computation  of  the  amont 
payable  Is  made  by  determiniag  the  deficit  or  Income  for  each  month  of  Ikt 
Federal  control  period  during  wMch  tbe  carrier  ofterated  its  own  line  and  far 
the  three  correepondlng  months  of  the  test  period  sTeraged  together.  In  the 
case  of  a  carrier  wbkh  was  in  operatloa  for  lew  than  a  year  durlns  the  tat 
period  the  amount  payable  la  the  entire  amount  of  the  deficit  daring  the 
period  of  Federal  control. 

The  rejection  of  this  Senate  amendment  affords  conspicuous  proof 
of  the  intention  that  the  reimbursement  of  the  short  lines  should 
not  be  contingent  upon  their  having  sustained  deficits  during  tbe 
federal  control  period  but  that  the  amount  of  reimbursement  should 
be  drtermined  by  a  comparison  of  the  *'  deficit  or  income  "  for  tl» 
federal  control  period  with  the  "  deficit  or  income "  for  the  teet 
period.  The  intention  thus  manifested  conforms  in  every  way  with 
the  consistent  policy  evidenced  by  the  federal  control  act  and  by 
section  209  of  the  transportation  act  We  find  nothing  in  the  history 
of  this  legislation  which  suggests  that  Congress,  in  enacting  section 
204,  saw  any  reason  or  intended  to  depart  from  that  sound  and 
,  settled  policy. 

.  We  are  of.  opinion  and  hold  that  the  word  "  deficit,"  as  used  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  section  204,  should  be  construed  to  mean  a  defi- 
ciency or  decrease  in  income  under  private  operation  in  the  federaJ 
control  period  as  compared  with  the  average  income  for  correspond- 
ing portions  of  the  test  period. 
No  order  is  necessary. 

Metsb,  Commissioner,  dissenting. 

The  holding  of  the  majority,  in  my  opinion,  contemplates  tha 
payment  of  a  large  sum  to  the  short-line  railroads  without  warrant 
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of  law,  through  the  disregard  of  what  was  intended  to  be  an  im- 
poitant  condition  limiting  the  benefits  of  that  section  to  carriers  of 
a  particular  class.  The  effect  of  the  majority  opinion  is  to  treat 
that  portion  of  the  d«finition  of  "carrier"  here  under  discusfflon  as 
surplusage;  for  the  process  of  computation  detailed  in  paragraphs 
(c),  (d),  (e),  culminating  in  paragraph  (f),  would  in  itaelf  result 
in  reimbursing  all  of  the  short  lines  in  the  amount  of  their  deoreate 
in  ineome  as  compared  with  the  test-period  income. 

The  word  "  deficit "  is  one  of  frequent  use  in  accounting,  and  when 
used  in  connection  with  railway  earnings  has  become  so  common  ss 
to  have  passed  from  the  class  of  technical  accounting  terms.  It 
occurs  many  times  in  the  reports  of  the  proceedings  in  Congress 
and  before  its  committees  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  transporta- 
tion act,  A  letter  of  the  American  Short  Idne  Railroad  Associa- 
tion, as  printed  In  the  record,  discusses  the  deficits  of  the  short 
lines  in  particular  years,  and  lists  of  such  deficits  were  transmitted 
to  Congress.  The  report  of  the  conferees  explaining  section  204, 
•s  quoted  in  the  raajority  opinion,  speaks  of  a  comparison  of  "  deficit 
in  railway  operating  income"  in  the  federal  control  period  with 
the  "corresponding  deficit  during  the  test  period."  The  word 
"  deficit "  is  used  18  additional  times  in  section  204,  and  is  also  used 
in  section  209,  and  in  all  of  these  instances  it  is  admitted  that  it  has 
no  referenoe  to  a  comparison  ol  the  income  for  one  period  with  that 
of  another.  It  thus  appears  that  the  application  of  the  word  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  section  204,  as  contended  for  by  the  short  lines 
and  accepted  by  the  majority,  is  without  precedent  or  parallel. 

There  is  nothing  mysterious  about  the  expression  "  deficit  in 
railway  operating  income"  as  distinguished  from  the  word  "defi- 
cit "  or  the  term  "  operating  deficit."  The  latter  term  customarily 
refers  to  a  deficiency  of  revenues  as  compared  with  expenses,  but 
the  federal  control  act  and  the  transportation  act  require  considera- 
tion of  the  additional  income  items  of  taxes,  equipment  rents,  and 
joint-facility  rents;  hence,  the  addition  of  the  descriptive  words. 
The  original  measure  providing  for  the  relief  of  the  short  lines 
"  relinquished  regardless  of  the  wishes  of  the  owners "  proposed 
to  guarantee  them  "  to  the  extent  of  any  actual  operating  dc£cit, 
including  taxes,  that  may  have  been  incurred  during  the  period 
January  1,  1918,  to  the  date  when  this  act  ta^  effect ;"  and  for  the 
subsequent  period,  to  guarantee  an  income  "  computed  in  the  man- 
ner prescribed  in  the  said  act  of  March  SI,  1918,  for  ascertaining 
what  is  commonly  known  as  the  "  standard  return."  H«re  we  have 
the  two  measures  of  reimbursement  ctntrastad  in  the  same  para- 
graph. Apparently  reimbursement  of  actual  deficits  was  tiie  ex- 
tent of  the  T«Uef  sought  by  the  short  lines  at  that  time. 
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Great  stseas  is  placed  b7  the  majority  upon  tiie  moi^Mj  oom- 
parisons  required  under  paragraphs  (c),  (d),  (e),  and  (f).  Thcae 
comparisons,  however,  have  no  bearing  ap<Hi  the  Ml«ction  of  the 
roads  to  be  raimbuTGed.  The  purpose  of  the  comparison  by  montha 
ifl  to  provide  for  seaaonal  variations  of  traffic,  to  which  the  rikoct 
lines  are  peculiarly  subject  For  example,  a  short  line  which  was 
under  private  operation  during  16  months  of  the  federal  coatrri 
period,  and  which  has  its  principal  traiSc  is  summer  or  winter, 
would  gain  or  lose  improperly  by  having  its  earnings  for  the  16 
months  compared  with  the  average  for  18  mimths  of  the  test  period 
as  a  whole,  including  all  seasons.  A  campudaoii  by  months  is  thura- 
fore  necessary  regardless  of  whether  all  of  the  carriers  are  wititlffd 
to  the  benefits  of  the  section  or  not. 

The  construction  adopted  makes- the  short  lines  a  favored  daa. 
They  are  guaranteed  an  income  at  least  equal  to  that  of  the  teat 
period,  and  at  the  same  time  are  able  to  keep  any  income  eunad 
in  excess  of  that  measure.  They  were  in  poooeanion  of  their  propw- 
ties  and  were  therefore  in  positi<m  to  profit  by  an;  opportunitiee  for 
increased  earning,  and,  aocording  to  tb»  brief  filed  in  behalf  of 
the  short  lines,  some  of  them  did  ao  profit  in  substantial  amoanta. 
The  trunk  lines,  on  the  other  hand,  were  dispossessed  of  their  proper- 
ties, and,  regardless  of  the  earnings  of  those  propwtias  while  under 
federal  control,  were  compensated  for  their  use  tmly  upon  the  basis 
of  the  test-period  income.  The  status  of  the  short  lines,  under  this 
holding,  is  even  better  than  that  of  the  roads  in  the  guaranty  period 
subsequent  to  federal  control;  for  in  ordw  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
guaranty  the  carriers  were  required  to  obligate  themselves  to  pay  to 
the  government  any  income  in  excess  of  the  test-period  measure. 

The  majority  report  appears  to  be  animated  by  a  belief  that  hard- 
ship will  be  suffered  by  certain  short  lines  if  we  adhere  to  the  inters 
pretation  twice  phMied  by  us  upon  this  section.  But,  if  true,  this 
would  not  jufiti^  us  in  extending  the  benefits  conferred  by  secti<» 
204  beyond  the  limits  placed  upon  them  by  Congress.  It  is  o«r 
function  to  administer  the  law,  not  to  make  it.  If  Congreas  bed 
intended  to  extend  the  terms  of  section  204  to  all  short-line  roads, 
rather  than  to  the  more  necessitous  of  such  roads,  appropriate  lan- 
guage would  have  been  used.  If  our  former  interpretation  is  incor- 
rect, the  courts  could  have  rectified  (Hit  error  in  an  appropriate  case; 
,  and,  if  correct,  the  remedy  of  the  carriers,  if  any,  is  an  appeal  to 
Congress  for  an  amendment  of  the  law. 

I  am  authorized  to.say  that  OomosaiomRs  Hiu.,  Aitohibon,  and 
Eastman  coneor  in  this  dissent. 
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BMtloii  20*.  (a)  Wben  nwd  la  thla  wctloa— 

Tbe  tomi  "  carrier  "  means  a  carrier  hj  railroad  wblA  during  asj  part  of 
the  period  of  Federal  coatrol,  ensaged  aa  a  ctunmon  carrier  In  [oieral  trana- 
portatlMi,  and  competed  for  traiBc,  or  connected,  with  a  railroad  under  Federal 
control,  and  whMi  anatalned  a  deDcft  In  Its  railway  operating  Income  for  tbat 
portbm  <aB  a  whole)  of  the  period  of  Federal  control  dnrlng  which  It  operated 
Its  own  raUrodd  or  STatem  of  tnnaportatlea ;  bat  does  not  Indnde  any  ttreet 
or  Intemrban  riectrlc  railway  which  haa  as  Ita  principal  aonrce  of  operatlni 
rerenne  nrban.  aubnrban,  or  tntenirban  paaaenger  traffic,  or  aale  of  power, 
lieat,  and  light,  or  both ;  and 

The  term  "  teat  period  "  meana  the  three  jeara  ending  Jtuie  80,  1B17. 

(b)  For  the  purposea  of  thla  aection — 

Hallway  operating  Income  or  any  deficit  therein  for  the  period  of  Federal 
control  ahall  be  compated  in  a  manner  aUnUar  to  tbat  provided  In  aection  209 
with  reivect  to  anch  Income  or  deficit  for  the  guaranty  period ;  and 

Railway  operating  income  or  any  deficit  therein  for  the  test  period  ahall 
be  compnted  in  the  manner  provided  In  aection  1  of  the  Federal  CSontrol  Act. 

(c)  As  aoon  aa  practicable  after  Uarch  1,  1020,  the  Commlasion  shall  aacer- 
Utln  for  every  carrier,  for  every  month  of  the  period  of  Federal  control  daring 
which  ita  railroad  or  ayatem  of  tranq^rtatioa  waa  not  under  Federal  operation, 
its  ddldt  in  railway  operating  income,  If  any,  and  Ita  railway  operating  in- 
come, if  any,  (hereinafter  called  "Federal  control  retnrn"),  and  the  average 
of  its  deficit  In  railway  c^rating  income,  if  any,  and  of  Ita  railway  operating 
income,  U  any,  for  the  three  correepondlng  montha  of  the  test  period  taken 
together,  (hereinafter  called  "test  period  retom") :  FrwHded,  That  "test 
period  retom,"  in  the  caM  of  a  carrier  which  operated  its  railroad  or  system 
of  transportation  for  at  least  one  year  daring,  hot  not  for  the  whole  of,  the 
twt  period,  meana  Its  railway  operating  Income,  or  the  defidt  therein,  for  the 
corresponding  numth  during  the  test  period,  or  the  average  thereof  for  tbe 
correapondiiv  months  daring  the  test  period  taken  together,  daring  which  the 
carrier  (verated  its  railroad  or  system  of  transportation. 

(d)  For  eveiT  month  of  the  period  of  Federal  control  daring  which  the 
railroad  or  system  of  tranqwrtatlOQ  of  the  carrier  was  not  under  Federal 
operatloa,  the  Commisalon  shall  then  aacertaln  (1)  the  difference  between  Its 
Fedval  control  retnm,  if  a  deficit,  and  Ita  test  period  return,  if  a  amaller 
detfdt,  or  (2)  tbe  difference  between  ita  test  period  raturn,  if  an  Income,  and 
Ita  Federal  control  return,  if  a  smaller  income,  or  (S)  tbe  sum  of  ita  Federal 
control  return,  if  a  deficit,  plus  Its  test  period  return.  If  an  Income.  Tbe  sum 
of  and)  amooats  shall  be  credited  to  the  carrier. 

(e>  For  every  luch  month  the  Commlasion  aliall  then  ascertain  (1)  tbe 
difference  between  the  carrier's  Federal  control  retnm,  if  an  income,  and 
Ita  teat  period  retum,  if  a  smaller  income,  or  (2)  the  difference  between  ita 
test  period  retnm.  If  a  defidt,  and  Its  Federal  control  return,  if  a  smaller 
drildt,  or  (8)  the  aum  of  its  Federal  control  return,  if  an  Income,  plua  ita 
teat  period  return.  If  a  defidt  Tbe  aum  of  anch  amounta  ahall  be  credited 
to  the  United  SUtea. 

(f)  If  the  sum  of  the  smonnta  so  credited  to  the  carrier  under  subdivision  ' 
(d)  exceeds  the  sum  of  the  amounta  so  credited  to  tbe  United  States  under 
■ubdivlslon  (e),  the  dUterence  shall  be  payabto  to  the  carrier.    In  Oia  case 
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of  ■  carrier  wbldi  operated  Its  railroad  or  gystem  of  transportation  for  lev 
than  a  Tear  during,  or  for  Done  of,  the  teat  period,  Qie  foregotng  coniputatl<m 
■hall  not  be  used,  but  there  eliall  be  payable  to  eoch  carrier  Ita  delldt  Id  rait 
war  operating  Income  for  that  portioa  (as  a  whole)  of  the  period  of  Federal 
control  durlcg  which  It  operated  Its  own  railroad  or  aysteta  of  transportation. 
(K>  The  Comtnlsston  shall  prouiptlj  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasaiy 
the  aeretal  amounts  payable  to  carriers  under  parograiA  (f).  The  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  Is  hereby  authorised  and  directed  ttierenpon  to  draw 
warrants  In  favor  of  each  such  carrier  upon  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
for  the  amonnt  showD  in  snch  cectiflcate  as  payable  thereto.  An  amoont  sulll- 
clent  to  pay  such  warrants  Is  hereby  appropriated  out  of  soy  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated. 
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CASES  DISPOSED  OF  BT  THE  COMMISSION  WITHOOT  PRINTED 
REPORT  DURING  THE  TIME  COVERED  BY  THIS  VOLUME. 


I.  &  S.  1S7D.  Gkain  akd  Gbaih  Fwm>uct8  Brrwixn  Stations  in  Oklahoua 
ARD  Stations  in  KANiAs  and  Nebkaska.  Fropoaed  increBses  In  rates  on  grain 
and  products  between  polnta  In  Oklahoma  and  polnU  la  Kansas  and  Nebraska. 
W.  R.  Scott.  E.  H.  Hoffueland.  W.  F.  Hutttm,  aud  C.  V.  Tofping  for  protefltaota. 
J.  C.  LaCotte  and  R,  N.  Naik  for  respondents.  ProceedlBK  discontinued  Uaxch 
IT,  1922. 

I.  *  S.  U8T.  Boutino  on  Ldubkb  isom  C,  M.  ft  Si.  P.  Rt.  in  Washinotoh 
VIA  Haxknoo,  Wash.  Ptopoud  Ino-eases  on  lumber  from  points  In  WashlDKtoo 
wben  rautad  t1«  Hareoso,  Wssti.  W.  0.  McCuUoch  and  H.  N.  Proabetel  for 
protestauts.  A.  J.  LaiH>hon  for  respondanU.  Proceeding  discontinued  Febro- 
BTT  IS,  1922. 

I.  4  S.  M06.  BEsnucnoN  ov  Switcbino  Absoiption  to  Compbtitivs  Tkavfio 
AT  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  add  East  St.  Louts,  III.  Abeorptlon  of  swltcblng  cbargw 
at  St  Loula,  Uo.,  and  East  St.  Loul^  ILL  B.  R.  Brathear  for  proteetant 
J.  C.  LaCotte  for  respondent.    ProceedlOK  discontinued  Janoary  10,  1922. 

I.  &  S.  1411.  SniNK  noil  Chicaoo  and  west  to-Califobnia  Tebuinals  and 
IifrauimiATK  Points,  Proposed  iDcreasei  In  rate*  on  stone  from  ChlcagD,  IlL, 
and  points  In  western  territory  to  California  termiitals  and  Intermediate  polnta. 
No  an>earance8  for  protastants  or  rewondeota.  ProceediDg  discontinued 
February  IS,  19S2. 

I.  Il  S.  1415.  Qbain  nou  Iowa,  Hissoubi,  and  Uinnbsota  to  Texabkana, 
AMX.-tts.  Proposed  Increases  In  rates  on  grain  from  points  In  Iowb,  Hlnne- 
aota,  and  Missouri  to  Teiarkana,  Ark.-Tex.  R.  A.  Jetmneret  and  W.  a.  Soott 
for  proteatants.  F.  B.  Totoner,  B.  F.  JMriona,  and  0.  a.  ifMOfcley  for  respond- 
ents.   Proceeding  discontiDuad  March  18,  1922. 

J.  &  S.  1418.  BsicK,  Clat,  and  Clat  Abticlss  to  Sault  Ste.  Uabik,  Ontabio. 
PnqMMed  Increases  In  rate*  on  brick,  clay,  and  day  articles  to  Sanlt  Ste.  Marie, 
Ontario.  J.  P.  Blackwood  for  protestanL  D.  P.  CoKietl,  A.  H.  Louow,  and 
J.  S.  Ret*  tor  respondwits.    Proceeding  discontinued  January  10,  1022. 

J.  ft  S.  1419.  AoBiouLTUBAL  Iuplementb  raou  Uissouu  Rivbk  Points  to 
Dkvtinations  in  Kansas  and  Missouai.  Proposed  Increases  In  rates  on  aicrl- 
cultural  Implements  firom  Missouri  Blver  points  to  points  in  Kansas  and  Mis- 
souri. T.  •'.  Slallery  for  protestanL  No  appearances  for  reivondaits.  Proceed- 
ing dlsnmtlnned  February  13,  1922. 

I.  ft  S.  1422.  ABsoimoN  SwiTCHiNo  Ghabou  of  thx  Kansas  Citt  Stb^ 
Bailwats.  Spotting  car  allowances  at  Kansas  Olty,  Mo.  /.  D.  OomeU  for 
proteetant  F.  B.  Moon  for  Fev<Mid«its.  Proceed  log  discontinued  March  IS, 
1S22. 

L  ft  S.  1428.  iNCSKASBt  Luusn  Bates  to  Newpobt  News,  Va.  Pnqiossd  1» 
creases  In  rates  on  lumber  to  Newport  News,  Va.  W.  8.  OreiahUm  for  pfotest- 
ant    J.  W.  Perrin  tor  revondent.    Proeeeding  discontinued  Febraaiy  13,  lASS. 

L  ft  S.  1420.  Baw  Suoab  rwou  Louisiana  PsooucxMa  Poum  to  DESTiNAnons 
IN  Texas.  Pnqiosed  Increases  in  rates  on  raw  sugar  from  points  in  Louisiana 
to  points  in  Tsxas.    8.  0.  OrUbt,  O.  D.  UMch.  T.  W.  Treiford,  jr..  B.  H.  Thorn-  . 
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ton,  J.  J.  Sohieartt,  and  H.  H.  Habtea  for  ptotestants.  J,  A.  Brovxt  uid  P.  A. 
Leland  for  respondents.    Proceeding  discontinued  February  18, 1922. 

I.  &  8.  1430.  IiUUBD  noil  HoBKHE&D,  Kt^  to  Bastdn  Poimtb.  rrofwed 
Increases  In  rates  oD  lumber  from  Uorehead  and  other  Kentucky  points  to  ea«t- 
em  points.  B,  W.  Klikadden  for  protcstant  O.  B.  Latoty  for  reapoodent.  Pr»- 
ceedlng  dtscoutlnued  Uarch  1,  1922. 

I.  &  S.  I486.    GI.ABS  AND  COUUODITT  R&-IXB  BETWXEK   CAUfOUfU,   Ommoh,  aio 

Washington.  Proposed  iocreasea  In  class  and  commodity  rates  between  polats 
In  California,  Oregon,  and  Wasblngtan.  H.  A.  Bi»hop  tat  protestants.  H.  V. 
Klein  and  J.  E.  Lyons  tot  respondents.  Proceeding  discontinued  Pebniarr  U> 
1922. 

I.  &  S.  1440.  SnJCA  Sand  tbom  Illinois  aith  Otheb  Points  to  pAcmc  GOiUT 
AND  Intebuountain  TEiaiTosY.  Proposed  Increases  In  rates  on  slUca  sand 
from  points  In  Illinois  to  PadBctHtast  and  Intermonntatn  terrltary.  J.  B.  Kamt 
and  B.  B.  Rtletf  for  protestants.  J*.  E.  Andretot  tor  respondents.  Proceedinf 
disco&tlnned  Pebrusry  IS,  1B22. 

I.  A  S.  1441.  SsWEB  Pin  AND  DmAiN  Tile  noii  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  aito  Othb 
Points  to  Viboinia  Cinxs.  Proposed  Increased  rating  on  sewer  pipe  and  drain 
tile  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  other  ^tots  to  Virginia  cities.  A.  HiO  tor  pro- 
testant.  W.  J.  KeUv  and  B.  W.  Berrman  for  respondents.  Proceeding  dis- 
continued Marcb  20,  1922, 

I.  ft  S.  1442.  Okain  and  Qkain  PaODtrcra  bitwken  St.  Loins,  Uo.,  Aim  C  ft 
N.  W.  Illiitoib  Statiokb.  Proposed  Increaaea  in  rates  on  grain  and  grata 
products  between  St.  Louis,  Ho.,  and  points  In  Illinois.  C.  RtpiHn  for  protea- 
tant  B.  O.  Setheroot  for  respondent.  Proceeding  discontinued  Uarch  U, 
1922. 

I.  ft  8.  1444.  PacwoanoNAi.  Clabs  Bateb  sxtwixn  Seattli;  Tacoma,  Wasb., 
AND  PoKTLAND,  Obn.  Increased  proportional  class  rates  between  Seattle  and 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  and  Portland,  Oreg.  J.  H.  Lothrop  and  B.  J.  Wettrtct  for 
protestanta.  No  appearances  for  revondenta.  Proceeding  dlacontlnued  January 
20,  1922. 

I.  ft  8.  1448.  RATia  AND  Tbkminal  CaABocs  on  Coal  to  Otru  Pons.  Pro- 
posed Increases  in  rates  and  terminal  charges  on  coal  destined  to  Oulf  porta. 
B.  B.  wood,  R.  Reeve;  S.  L.  Terket,  C.  E.  Jonet,  C.  OieMoio,  and  R.  O.  Ctiiih 
for  protestants.  B.  J.  Rovoe,  F.  S.  Reigel,  E.  R.  OHver,  and  E.  A.  DePttntatc 
for  respondents.    Proceeding  dlacontlnued  March  18,  1922. 

I.  ft  8.  I4S2.  Refikbd  Sui-PHATa  or  HA[nnHi0u,  Atlantic  Sbaboabd  to  Jorn- 
aoR  Crrr,  Tbnn.  ProitOBed  increases  in  rates  on  reBned  sulphate  of  magne- 
sium from  Atlantic  seaboard  to  Johnson  City,  Tenn.  W.  C.  UUcheU  for  protea- 
Unt  J.  J.  Cottrell  for  respondent  Proceeding  discontlnned  February  IS, 
1922. 

I.  ft  8.  1409.  CaaouB,  laoN  anb  MANoANua  Oaa  BrrwiXN  Points  In  Dm- 
ciAi,  OLABamoATiON  TKsarnnT.  Proposed  reduction  In  rates  from  Lake  Brie 
ports  to  interior  points.  F.  B.  Jame*  and  E.  H.  Soott  for  protestsnt  B.  Cam^- 
MU  tor  respondent.    Proceeding  discontinued  Febiuary  S,  1922. 

I.  ft  B.  1466.  iNTKBUEDtATE  Bwitchinq  bt  Tm:  New  Tobk  Centbai.  R.  R.  at 
TouDo,  Ohio.  Proposed  Increases  In  switching  charges  at  Toledo,  Otilo.  £.  O. 
Uacomber  for  protestant  If.  S.  O'Connor  for  reapondoit  Proceeding  discon- 
tinued February  13,  1922. 

I.  ft  8.  14TS.  INTEBICEDIATE  AVFUCATION  OF  TaANS-OoHTINXNTAL  WEsraocND 

Bana  on  TaAnnc  to  CAuroaitu  Tebhtnal  and  IitTEamDiATK  Points.  Pre- 
poaad  inoteasea  ia  claaa  and  oonunodlty  ratea  to  CaiUomla  terminal  and  tnCe^ 
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nwdlite  polntt.  S.  W.  Prlolcett  for  proteaUnL  R.  H.  OowMat  and  W.  J. 
J[«(ly  for  rMpond«)ts.    Proceeding  deccntliraed  Febmarr  16,  ld22. 

I.  ft  8.  l4Si.  Ghound  Limkbtonk  Bbtwixr  Poitin  or  thk  Pini(BTi.TAiiu 
R.  R.  Eabt  or  PrnsBuaoH.  Proposed  redut^on  In  ratM  on  Itmettone  from 
points  eaat  of  PlttabncKb,  P«.,  to  Tarloui  destinations.  J.  E.  QotneU,  W.  A. 
OUuikho,  H.  M.  Camp,  add  A.  B.  Olnuted  for  protestants.  J.  B.  Largt  for 
mpODdoit.    Proceeding  dlacontlnned  March  IS,  18S2. 

10M7  and  Snb-No.  1.  OAifUU  Smx  Co.  rr  u..  v.  DnEnoa  Oknekal  bt  ai. 
Rates  on  maoKaDeM  ore,  carloada,  from  PhlllpsbiirK,  Mont„  to  Wharton,  N.  J. 
F.  L.  Ballard  for  complainants.  B.  W.  Scandrett  and  J.  F.  Finerty  for  defend- 
ants.   CompIaiDt  satlafled.    DlRnlssed  Febniary  IB,  1922. 

11602.  BoGEBT  Ice  Co.  v.  DmcTos  GintBAt,  ah  Aoert,  r  ai..  Rstes  on  Ice, 
carloads,  from  Welter,  Colo.,  to  Dmrer,  Colo.  C.  Whitehead  and  A.  h.  FofI 
for  compUinant  J.  F.  Finertfi,  S.  B.  Whated,  and  J.  Q.  Dier  tot  defendants. 
Transferred  to  SpedBl  Docket  for  adjnstment,  Jannary  80, 1922. 

11S06.  Saoinaw  Sp>ciai.tt  Co.  v.  DuEcnm  Qeitebai,  as  Aonrr,  kt  al.  Rates 
aa  Taieerlng,  thin  lumber,  and  dgar-box  inmber,  carloada,  fiom  Maxsslne,  Ala,, 
to  SftKlnaw,  Mich.  F.  F.  Sleinfeld  and  D.  MaoDonatd  for  complainant.  B,  L. 
Walker,  O.  M.  Soian,  F.  B.  tiewman,  and  W.  Bmderton  for  defendants.  Trans- 
ferred to  Special  Docket  for  adjustment,  Jannar?  SO,  1923. 

11S84.  AHmCAN  AoBictTLTmAL  Chemical  Co.  v,  Disectob  Qbmebai.,  as  AaEi*T. 
Rates  on  Iron  bjrrltes  from  Qonvenieur,  N.  T.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.  B.  B.  LeUt^ 
for  complainant.  J.  F.  Ftnerty  for  defendant.  Transferred  to  Spedol  Doctet 
for  adjustment,  Februarr  20, 1922. 

11969.  Hazabd  Coal  OrcsACOBS  BccHAitsE  Br  al.  v.  L.  ft  N.  R.  R.  Co.  Allegef 
defendant's  mine  rating  roles  and  car  dlstribntloa  for  transportation  of  coal 
from  mines  in  Kentnck;  and  Tennessee  are  nndaly  preferential.  Norman  A 
OrsAsm  for  complainants.  B.  S.  Jtmelt  and  W.  A.  Borthtmtt  for  defendants. 
Dtemtssed  on  request  of  complainants,  February  13,  1922. 

12172.  LODwicK  LCMBCs  Co.  rr  At.  t>.  A.,  T.  ft  S.  F.  Rr.  Ca  et  al.  Rstes  on 
luTDber  and  lumber  articles  from  points  In  Texas  and  Louisiana  to  points  lo 
Texas,  OUaboma.  Kansas,  Hlisourl,  Colorado,  New  Uexlco,  and  Arisona. 
L.  F.  DatpU  tot  complainants.  /.  J.  Colenwn,  J.  S.  Eerihey,  O.  B.  Ron,  and 
J.  A.  Stein  for  defendants.    Complaint  satlsOed.    Dismissed  January  10,  1921 

12180.  Tab  Hekl  Uakoarese  Co.  v.  S.  Rt,  Go.  bt  al.  Rates  on  manganem 
ore  from  Uount  Airy,  N.  C,  to  Annlston,  Ala.  W.  P.  Tingley  tot  complaiiiant 
J.  F.  Finertv  and  C.  J.  Ritey  tot  defendants.  Transferred  to  Special  Docket 
for  adjustment,  Jannarr  9,  1922. 

1218S.  DABLina  ft  Co.  v.  DnxcroB  Oenebal,  ab  A^eht.  Rates  on  Imported 
nitrate  of  soda  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Chicago,  IlL  N.  D.  BetM«p,  L.  M, 
Walter,  and  /.  B.  BUrchmore  for  complainant.  J.  F.  Ftnerty  tor  defendant 
Tranaflerred  to  ^wcUl  DoAet  for  adJustONDt,  January  8,  1922. 

1218S  and  Snb-Mos.  1-17.  Do  PottT  in  NsitoDia  ft  Coi.  v.  Dibkt<»  Obrxbal, 
AS  AOEKT.  Rates  on  cotton  llnters,  carloads,  from  pointa  in  southern  and  weat- 
em  StBtea  to  Hopewell,  Va.  E.  8.  Fairoto  and  7.  8.  Thomas  for  complainant 
J.  F.  Finerty  tor  defendant.  Diamtaeed  on  request  of  complainant,  FrtiniaiT 
IS,  1S22. 

12219  and  Snb-No.  1.  Lockwood  Mm.  Co.  v.  N.  T.,  N.  H.  ft  H.  R.  R  Go.  xr  ai. 
Rates  on  oilcloth  from  Passaic,  N.  J.,  BnfEalo,  N.  T.,  and  Tannton,  liaaa.,  to 
Kansas  CHly,  Ho.  /.  B.  Tedrow  for  complainant  C.  0.  P.  RaiueK  O.  N.  Rioh- 
af4«,  and  B.  C.  Btuh  tor  deteodanls,  Dtamissed  on  reonett  of  complalnaal, 
March  IS.  1922. 
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12302.  OiAKKtiDOR  RBnitiRO  Co.  ErAL.v,  A.O.L.Il.R.Co.rTAi.  Rate*  «■ 
fnller's  earth  from  EllentoD,  Bla.,  to  OlarCDdon,  Pft.  F.  B.  Dow  aod  W.  CrMM 
for  cotuplainuats.  F.  W.  Ov>athmey  for  defendsntt.  Dlgmlased  oa  raqnest  vt 
complaloantB,  February  13,  1922. 

12404.  Amebican  Nitbo-Fiiospbo  Cobp.  v.  Dibbctok  Gbmebal,  as  Aokht. 
Rates  on  dry  ground  phosphate  rock  from  Lambs,  S.  C.,  to  West  Oranse,  N.  J. 
B.  A.  Hodkinson  tot  complainant.  M.  B.  Pieroe  and  B.  0.  Blanchard  tor  de- 
fendants.   Transferred  to  Special  Docket  for  ndjustmeot,  January  30,  1SS2. 

12510.  Bebouan  Pboddce  Co,  it  al.  v.  Dibectiob  Gerkbal,  as  Aoert.  lUitM 
on  sweet  potatoes,  carloads^  from  points  In  Loolslana  and  Texas  to  Soath  ]Cui»- 
field,  La.  No  appearancee  for  complainants.  F.  H.  Wood,  J.  B.  BeU,  Bukw, 
Botu,  Parker  &  Qarwood,  C.  B.  Oarwood,  C.  H.  Owen,  and  J.  A.  Jjifm*  for  de- 
fendants.   Dismissed  on  request  of  coroplalnaots,  February  13,  1922. 

12550.  Kaw  Riveb  Sard  A  Matebul  Co.  et  al.  v.  A.,  T.  t  8.  F.  Kr.  Ool 
Bates  on  Band  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kens.,  to  points  In  Missouri.  S.  B. 
Hoffueland  and  H.  R.  Lebreokt  for  complainants.  8.  C.  Bates  for  Intervener. 
If.  S.  Brown.  J.  D.  Cornell,  O.  H.  Mvcklev,  H.  A.  Scandrett,  J.  U.  Soubv,  M.  O. 
Robert*,  T.  J.  Norton,  F.  E.  Andrew*.  K.  L.  Burgeti,  A.  B.  Bnock,  Wineton, 
Strawn  it  Shaw,  H.  O.  flerbsl,  /.  M.  Chaney,  and  C.  B.  Bwrg  tor  defendants 
Dismissed  on  request  of  complainants,  February  13, 1S22. 

12661  and  Sub-No.  1.  Indiaboka  RmNina  Co.  v.  Dibectob  Gbrxeal,  am 
AoBNT,  ET  AL.  Rate*  on  petroleum  from  points  in  Texas,  Louisiana,  and  OUn- 
tioma  to  official  claasiflcaUon  territory,  stopped  at  Bast  St.  Louts,  IlL,  for  rain- 
ing, storing,  or  other  privUeKes.  E.  A.  Raid  for  complainant.  E.  F.  UcCartkp 
for  Intervener.  K.  L.  Elohmond,  E.  P.  Vemia,  0.  H.  Blatokford,  W.  A.  North- 
cuti,  J.  F.  Dalton,  W.  L.  Kiater,  P.  B.  Warren,  J.  SliUwett,  W.  C.  Phtnkett, 
WUliamt,  Lomll  <E  Tunttall,  B.  D.  Botckkiu,  J.  F.  Finerly.  W.  L.  Lewi; 
U.  M.  Joyce,  D.  Evana,  Henry  d  Benry,  W.  J.  Bteventm,  B.  L.  Bitmap,  WineUm, 
Btrawn  it  Shaio,  M.  B.  Pierce,  0.  Brovm,  C.  J.  Riaey,  C.  R.  Webber,  0.  D.  Clarlt. 
U.  R.  WaUe,  T.  J.  Norton,  F.  E.  Andrew;  F.  W.  Owatlmey.  B.  a.  Berbel. 
J.  M.  Chanev,  A.  B.  Enoch,  D.  L.  Yottnger,  U.  O.  Robert*,  L.  B.  Stratter, 
Thompson,  BarwUe,  Whortvn  A  Biner,  Q.  B.  UueUey,  B.  B.  Perkin;  A.  H. 
Kiakadden,  J.  R.  Tumey,  D.  Upthetrove,  C.  S.  Burt.  Capp*.  Cantey,  Hanger  * 
Short,  A.  P.  Humburg,  C.  O.  Avetin,  J.  R.  Born,  R.  B.  Widdicombe,  T.  J.  Free- 
man,  G.  7'homp$on,  V.  B.  Andenon,  K.  L.  BicAmoiut,  and  A.  L.  Birford  for  de- 
fendants   Dismissed  on  request  ot  complainant,  March  13.  1922. 

12580.  Lookout  Pauit  Mfo.  Co.  v.  Daaartaa  Qerebai,,  as  Aoemt,  et  al.  RatM 
on  fire  clay  from  Alameda,  Ala.,  to  Chattanooga,  Tenn.  J.  O,  Fletcher  tor  com- 
plainant. J.  F.  Finerty  and  C.  J.  Ri»ey  for  def«idantB.  Transferred  to  Special 
Docket  for  adjustment,  February  27,  1922. 

12692.  I^RtoH  FoBTLAifD  Ceuert  Oo.  v.  a.  O.  8.  R.  R.  Co.  Br  ai_  Rates 
on  cement  from  Mitchell,  lod.,  to  points  In  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  HiaslaalppI, 
Alabama,  and  Louisiana.  F.  B.  PtmUon  tor  complainant  L.  Bagby,  P.  Lyon, 
Nonnan  d  Qraham,  F.  C.  Taylor.  W.  B.  Bart,  and  H.  B.  Rote  tor  interreners 
K.  L.  Riohmond.  W.  A.  Norlhcult,  M.  O.  Robert;  E.  A.  BotoklUe;  N.  S.  Brown. 
J.  81HIw«tl,  F.  B.  Wood,  a.  Brown,  P.  W.  Owathmey,  C.  J.  RUeey,  M.  B.  WmOe, 
B.  a.  Berbet,  J.  M.  Choney,  A.  P.  Bumburg,  D.  L.  Younger,  S.  S.  AahbamgK 
J.  C.  Rich,  J.  A.  Broton,  and  E.  P.  VenHa  tor  defendants.  Dismissed  on  request 
of  complainant,  March  13, 1922. 

12665.  FrroEB  Bbbwino  Co.  v.  N.  P.  Rt.  Co.  r  al.  Rates  on  betx.  carloads, 
from  Dntntta,  Minn.,  to  Superior,  Wia    F.  B.  Trmford  tor  cmnptalnant.    B.  W, 
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8ea»4rttt  for  defendant!.  DlamlBBed  on  requeat  of  convUlnuit,  JumaT/  10, 
1922. 

12659.  Kaw  Riteb  SAns  &  Matebial  Co.  et  al,  v.  A.,  T.  A  S.  F,  Bt.  Co.  r  ai. 
Uates  on  Band  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.-KaoB.,  to  polnta  In  Kansas.  E.  S.  Hogue- 
land  and  R.  R.  Lebrecht  for  complalnaots.  U.  O.  RoberU,  H.  A.  Scandrett, 
J.  M.  Stmbv,  a.  H.  Mucklev,  R.  A.  Brown.  H  O.  SerM,  J.  M.  Chaney,  T.  J. 
Norton,  F.  E.  Andrewit,  C.  B.  Burg,  K.  L.  BurgoM,  and  A.  B.  Enock  for  d»- 
fendants.    Dlsmlgsed  on  request  of  complalnaots,  February  13.  1922. 

12703.  Lebeb  v.  p.  &  H.  Rt.  Co.  et  al.  Bates  on  antbradte  coal  trom  SL 
Clair,  Pa.,  to  Port  Seadiag,  N.  J.  S.  B.  Hovck  for  comptalnant.  IK.  L.  Ktnlw 
and  J.  F.  Finerty  for  defendants.  Dlsmlsaed  on  request  of  complainanta, 
February  13.  1922, 

12764.  Pboctes  A  OAuau  MAiaurAcnnuRa  Ca  v.  Dibktob  Gxkekai,  As  Aoint. 
Rates  oQ  coal  from  Mount  Olive  and  Staunton,  lU.,  to  Eansaa  City,  Kans.  R.  B. 
PhUUpt  for  complainant  S.  B.  Souck  for  Intervener.  J.  P.  Ftneriy  for  de- 
fendant.   Diamlsaed  on  request  of  complainant,  Marcli  13,  1922. 

12791.  Lincoi-N  Chaubeb  of  Comuercs  v.  D.  ft  R.  G.  R.  R.  Co.  rr  au  Rate* 
on  coal  from  Dunmore,  Pa-,  to  Monroe,  Iowa,  reconaigned  to  Otley,  Iowa,  and 
of  one  carload  of  lump  coal  from  CaddeU,  Colo.,  to  Elsie,  Nriir.,  reconBlgned  to 
Wallace.  Nebr.  J.  J.  Lediofth  and  W.  S.  WhiUm  for  complaiaant.  O.  D. 
UahagU,  H.  A.  Triebel,  and  W.  P.  O'Rourke  for  defendants.  DlsmlBsed  on 
request  of  complalnaot,  February  13.  1922. 

1279S.  FiBESTOFJE  Tike  ft  Rubbeb  Co.  v.  Dibectob  Oenekal,  as  Aqekt.  Ratea 
on  pneumatic  robber  tires  from  Akron,  Oblo,  to  Ssn  FranclBco,  Calif.,  for 
export.  A.  C.  Millvr  and  E.  S.  Bollard  for  complainant  T.  U.  Woodward  and 
J.  R,  One  for  defendants.  DlBmlssed  on  request  of  complainant,  February  13, 
1922. 

12S1S.  West  Alabama  Luubbb  Co.  v.  Dibectob  Oenebal,  as  Aobnt,  it  *b 
Rates  on  lumber  from  Forest.  Miss-,  to  WaBhlnfton,  D.  C,  reconslgned  to 
Rochester,  N.  T.  B.  K.  Fi»k  for  complainant.  H,  L.  Walker  for  defendants. 
Dismlsaed  on  request  of  complainant,  February  13.  1922. 

128IT.  West  Alabama  Luubeb  Co.  v.  Disectob  GBnEBAL,  as  Aoeht.  et  ai. 
Rates  on  one  carload  of  yellow-ptne  lumber  from  Boyd,  Ala.,  to  Buffalo.  N.  Y„ 
leconsigned  to  Camden,  N.  J.  B.  K.  Fitk  for  complainant.  L.  P.  Dm  and 
B.  J.  Torbron  for  defendants.  Dismissed  on  request  of  complainant,  Febmaiy 
13,  1922. 

12822.  West  Ai.abama  Luuam  Co.  v.  Dibectob  Oerebal,  as  Aoent,  et  al 
Ratefl  on  one  carload  of  yellow  pine  lumber  from  Xork.  Ala.,  to  Buffalo,  N.  T^ 
reconslsoed  to  Cheater,  Pa.  B.  K.  Fiik  for  comptaioant.  L.  P.  Day  snd  B.  J. 
Torbron  for  defendants.    Dismissed  on  request  of  complainant,  February  18, 1922. 

12826.  Gbasbelli  Chbmccai.  Co.  v.  DiUHrroB  GEnEEAL,  as  Aatin,  rr  al.  Rates 
OD  roasted  sine  ore,  carloads,  from  Gibson,  lod.,  to  Clarksburg,  W.  Va.  W.  T. 
OMhman  and  V.  S.  liUler  for  complainant  C.  Brovm  and  J.  F.  Finerfy  for 
defendants.    Dlamlssed  on  reqneat  of  complainant  March  18,  1922. 

12848.  Gbeat  Westebr  Papeb  Co.  v.  M.,  St.  P.  &  S.  S.  M.  Rt.  Co.  et  ai. 
Bmtea  on  scrap  paper,  carloads,  from  St  Louis.  Mo.,  to  Ladysmlth,  Wis.  0.  J. 
Carlson  for  complainant  If.  S.  Broten  and  A.  H,  Lqsbow  for  defendants.  Trans- 
ferred to  ^>eclal  Docket  for  adjustment,  February  13,  1022. 

12M7.  Flobioa  CiTBtJS  S^CBAKSE  v.  Dibectob  Obtiebai.,  ab  AuEirr,  bt  al.  Loss 
and  damafc  claims  relating  to  shipments  of  citrna  fruits  from  points  ia  Florida. 
Bcartett  <(  Jordan  for  complainant.  No  appeutaoces  for  defendants.  DisnUsstd 
on  request  of  complainant  January  10, 1922. 
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12980.  Dc  Pout  db  Nemottbs  ft  Go.  t>.  Diuctor  Qekeul,  ah  Agent.  BatM 
on  logs  from  points  Is  Hlcbigan  to  GrcyllnK,  Mich.  A.  8.  Farrow  and  C.  M. 
Spargo  tor  complainant  L.  P.  Day  for  defendants.  Complaint  aatiafled.  Dia- 
mUsed  March  18,  1022. 

12989.  Bakkitt-Fisches  Coal  &  Minina  Go.  v.  M.  &  B.  R.  B.  Co.  rr  al. 
Rates  on  coal  from  Illinois  minea  to  Dupo,  III.,  reconsigned  to  Moberlr.  Ho., 
and  again  reconslgned  to  Minneapolis  or  St.  Pant,  Minn.  0.  B.  Webiter  for 
complainant.  H,  O.  Herbel  and  C.  C.  P.  Rausch  for  defendants.  Dismlased  on 
request  of  complainant,  January  10,  1922. 

12902.  CoKBn-r  HumwAitB  Go.  rr  ai.  v.  Dibrctob  Genesal,  ab  Aoent.  Batas 
on  various  commodities  from  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  to  Tucson,  Arli.  T.  S.  Btnith 
and  F.  H.  Stoenaoa  for  complainants.  R.  Johnaton  for  Intervener.  O.  P.  Bullerd 
end  F.  B.  AuiUn  for  defendants.  Dismissed  on  request  of  complainant,  Febroarr 
18.  1922. 

13003.  LoEWEKTHAL  Co.  ET  AL.  »i.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.  Rr.  Co.  it  ai.  Rates  on 
coi^r  ingots  from  points  in  Michigan  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  St.  Paul,  Ulnn.. 
Davenport,  Iowa,  and  points  In  Illinois  and  Wisconsin.  J.  E.  Hart  for  com- 
plainants. A.  F,  Cleveland  and  R.  H.  WUldicombe  for  defendants.  Dismissed 
on  request  of  complainants,  Febniar;  18,  1922. 

1303S.  ITAUAN  Gotebnuent  CoMuissioN  v.  Dikkctob  Gbnekai.,  as  Aoeitt, 
Ki  AI.  Rates  on  steel  billets  carloads,  from  Laughlin,  Ohio,  to  Port  Artfaor, 
Tex.,  for  export.  F.  "W.  Knoche  for  complainant.  O.  H.  Mucktei/  for  de- 
fendants.   Transferred  to  Special  Docket  for  adjustment,  Jannar7  3,  1922. 

13007.  Gbowebb  Rice  Millino  Co.  v.  Dibkctob  Gedebal,  ab  Aoert.  Rates 
on  rariona  commodities  between  Sonth  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif.  E.  W.  BolUnfftviorth  for  complainant.  C.  D.  Mahaffle  and  B. 
Weitlake  for  defendant*.  Dismissed  on  request  of  complainant,  Febniar7 
IS,  1922. 

130S8.  Cbucibu:  Steel  Go.  of  Auebica  v.  Dibectob  Generai,  as  Aoent.  ef  au 
Rates  on  scrap  steel,  carloads,  from  Auburn,  Pa.,  to  Harrison,  N.  J.  G.  S. 
Walker  for  complainants.  H.  W.  Bikle  for  defendant.  Transferred  to  S^^ 
dal  Etocket  for  adjustment,  February  20,  1922. 

1S0T5.  Indiahoua  Refirino  Co.  v.  Dibectob  General,  as  Aoent,  rr  al.  Rate 
on  second-hand  knock-down  steel  plate  tank  material,  carloads,  from  Brlstow, 
Okla.,  to  Ranger,  Tex.  W.  M.  Poioert  for  complainant.  If.  O.  Bobtrtt  and 
J.  F.  Finvrty  for  defendants.  Diemlssed  on  request  of  complainant,  Jarnury 
10,  1922. 

180S8.  Whtte  Stab  REnNiNo  Co.  ti,  DmEcroB  Oen^ial,  as  Aoent.  Rate  on 
one  empty  tank  car  from  Tnlsa,  Okla.,  to  Springflrid,  Mo.,  and  ^m  SprlDK- 
fleld.  Mo.,  to  Tnlsa,  Okla.  F.  B.  Daw  for  complalnBot.  J.  F.  Flrwrty  for  de- 
fendant   Complaint  satisfied.    Dismissed  February  13,  1922. 

18090.  Intxbrational  Steel  Cost.  v.  P.  ft  B.  Rt.  Co.  Storage  ctaai^ea  on  steel 
billeU  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.  M.  A.  Phillips  for  complainant.  /.  B.  Oett  for  de- 
fendant   Dismissed  on  request  of  complainant,  Febmary  18,  1922. 

18093.  Red  v.  Dibectob  Genkeal,  as  Agent.  Rates  on  one  carload  of  cedar 
fence  posts  from  Elgin,  Tex.,  to  Rocky  Ford,  Goto.  J.  J.  Athin»on  for  com- 
plainant W.  R.  Sm<(ft  for  defendant.  Complaint  satisfied.  Dismissed  FA- 
ntary  13,  1922. 

13126.  DtmaAB  Molasses  ft  Stbt^p  Go.  v.  Dixectob  Oenebai,  as  AmNT,  vt  ai. 
Rental  chaises  on  tank  cars.  B.  Benedict  for  complainant  F.  B.  Woo4  and 
J.  F.  Ftnertv  for  defendants.  Dtamtased  on  request  of  complainant,  January 
10,  1922. 

IS12T.  Oabton,  WnjjAMa  ft  Wiquobe,  Inc.,  v.  Dixbctob  Oehbral,  as  Aoarr. 
Rates  OB  Imported  marmot  skins  from  Tacoma,  Wash.,  to  New  Tortc,  H.  T. 
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S.  B.  Slhtiu  for  compUlnutt.    J.  F.  FUurHf  fw  aeteadut.    Dtnnlmed  «ii  re- 
qaeat  of  comiilftlnBiit,  Jannatj  10,  1922. 

ISiao  Tiuu  &  BMoa.,  Inc.,  v.  Daaxmm  Qkhsui,  u  AoiifT.  Ratn  ob  im- 
portfld  raw  sUk  from  Son  Frmnclico,  Calif.,  to  New  York.  N.  I.  8.  J.  KMm, 
for  oonqdalDut  T.  M.  Wocrfwarrf  for  defa>d«nt  DlaiiilMed  on  reqnest  of 
compUlnant,  Mareb  IS,  1922. 

18131.  NoBTH  Stab  Oil  &  Rdihiks  Oo.  v.  Dibbctm  Gineul,  as  Aoekt,  ei  ai. 
Itatee  on  petroleum  uid  its  prodocta  from  anrboU.  Wjo^  to  Calgarr  u>d 
L«tlibrldKe,  Alberta.  C.  D.  Chanberlim  for  complalBant.  J.  F.  Ftnerllf,  F.  O. 
Dorety,  B.  J.  Haeiu»  and  -K-  ^.  Btirfm  lor  defcndanta.  Gonvlalnt  mtisaed. 
DtamlBaed  Februair  13,  1922. 

18XS4.  iNnRNAnoRAi.  Hakthixb  Co.  kt  al,  v.  Dmcnn  Qehoal,  ai  AABirr, 
ET  AL.  Batea  on  agricultural  Implenwnt  rq>alr  parta,  blodar  twine,  euglneB 
and  tractora  from  varioua  polnta  in  United  Statea  to  polnta  In  Canada.  0.  S. 
BrMoiw  toi  «omplatnante.  E.  P.  FUntvft,  O.  W.  Dvm*,  J.  If-  Devi*,  F.  O. 
Dor0ttf,  B.  J.  ifaffuMEti,  A.  Fraaw,  A.  B.  Bnoeh,  J.  F.  Fte«rtv,  Winttoti,  Str»to» 
4  8hov),  a.  M.  B.  Lotixi,  R.  H.  Wid4iaombe  and  A.  B.  lottov  for  defflndants. 
Dlamissed  on  requeat  of  complatoaDts,  January  10,  18X2. 

1S140.  Stahdabd  SHinuiutnifl  C<»7.  v.  Dncortn  GEtt^ui*  am  Aokkt,  it  u^ 
Ratca  on  Iron  cbain,  sted  plates,  iron  bars,  etc.,  from  Hoquelaie,  Qn(d>ee, 
Canada,  and  Braddocb  Plac«,  Harristmrg  and  Lebanon,  Pa.,  to  Shootera  Island, 
N,  T.  Larktit,  Bathbone  A  Perry  for  coimilalnant.  /.  F.  Fin*Tty  for  defendanta 
IttnnlsMd  on  request  of  complainant,  February  18, 1922. 

181CI.  UuMOoai  PosTLAMD  CxKENT  Co.  V.  C  C,  C.  A  St.  L.  Rr.  Oe.  ar  u. 
RatM  «Hi  cement  from  Prospect  HUI,  St.  Louis,  Ho.,  to  potnbi  in  lUlaoia.  r.  h. 
Phtmyt  and  T.  C.  Taylor  for  complainant.  F.  wmeke  for  Interrener.  D,  F. 
CofiNSU  for  defendanta.    DlBinlased  m  requeat  of  complainant,  March  18,  1822. 

18148.  Nxw  ToKK  State  Hax  k  QaAin  Dsaubs'  Abbo.  v.  DnaciOB  Gmraau* 
AS  AsKMT.  Gar  Uttlog  for  shipments  of  grain  from  Tarious  points  In  the  State 
of  New  Xork  D.  J.  8im»  for  complainant  /.  F.  Finerty  for  defwdant  I>i» 
missed  on  reaneat  of  complainaat,  February  18,  1822. 

1S144.  Qiu.  L  Sons  V.  DmacroB  GiirxaAi.,  as  Aoent,  et  ai^  Rates  on  grapes, 
carloads,  from  Hammondsport,  N.  T.,  to  Newark,  N.  J.  No  appearances  tor 
complainant.  C.  D.  liahaffle  for  defendant  Transferred  to  Special  Docket 
tor  adjustment,  January  SO,  1922. 

18160.  New  Tobk  State  Hat  &  Gbair  Deaaebs'  Abbo.  «.  Dibectob  GBitEBAL, 
A«  AsBNT.  Bates  on  Tarions  commodities  from  points  In  New  Xork  to  pcdnts 
In  c-  f.  a.  territory.  D.  J.  Eimt  for  complainant  J.  F.  Finerty  for  detendaob 
Dismlased  on  request  of  cooqtlainant,  Februur  18, 1S22. 

ISIOB.  NoBTHwasnxn  TxAmo  *  Sbticb  Bobeav,  Inc.,  v.  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co. 
ET  AX.  Rate  OB  one  carload  of  coke  from  Wood  BItct,  IU.,  to  Aknm,  Iowa. 
8.  B.  BoMCfc  and  C.  B.  ffUI  for  eomj^ainant.  J.  T.  Avtritt  for  defendant  Com- 
plaint satisfied.    Dismissed  March  13,  1922. 

1B1T8.  HBTWOOt^-WAKBTiKU)  Co.  V.  C,  0^,  C.  ft  St.  Ii.  Rt.  Go.  sr  al.  Bates  oo 
aduwl  chain  with  table  attadiments,  deta<died,  from  I/misrlUe,  JCy.,  to  San 
FrasclBOo,  Oallf.  D.  T.  Berry  for  complainant  T.  J.  Korton,  F.  B.  Animot, 
and  0.  Browm  for  defendants.  Dismissed  on  reqocBt  of  complainant,  January 
10.  IDEfiL 

1S18Q.  lane  Oa  e.  Dmxcrra  Obnebai,  as  Aseht.    Stroneoua  rovtltig  of  two 
carloads  of  oata  from  Pekln,  111.,  to  Tonkers,  N.  J.,  to  be  accorded  tranilt  piItI- 
letea  at  Bryan,  Oblo.    L.  J.  BohuiUr  fat  eomplalnanL    L.  P.  Dwy  and  R.  D. 
BmttUr  fbr  defendants.    Dismissed  on  reqoest  of  complainant,  March  18,  1823. 
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13191.  Till  UoTOB  TiDCK  Co.  V.  DiBBCTOH  Genekal,  ab  Agent,  et  al.  De- 
raarrngc  cbargea  onfrelgbt  motor  trucks  at  Sa^-annah,  Oa.  0.  J.  Edwords,  fr^ 
for  complainant.  R.  SteSemM  for  defendants.  DismUaed  on  request  of  com- 
tdalnant,  February  18,  1S22. 

laiBT.  Stboho  a  Tbowbbidoe  Oo.  v.  DnicroB  Obtibbal,  as  Aobnt.  Rates  m 
galvanized  wire  from  Woodlawn,  Pa.,  to  Laredo,  Mo.,  rebltled  from  Kaitiwtw 
Oltr,  Uo.,  to  San  Francisco,  Oallf.,  for  export.  W.  R.  Strickland  for  Mm- 
plalnent.  J.  F.  Fitiertv  for  defendant.  Dismissed  on  reqnest  of  complainant, 
March  18,  1S22. 

3S202.  Wti-son  A  Co.  v.  Dibcctob  GBnrruf^  as  Agent.  Rates  on  Inedible  tal- 
low, carload,  from  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  Key  West.  Fla.,  for  eiport  If.  D, 
Betnap  for  complainant.  R.  lHoKetina  tor  defendants.  Dismissed  on  reqnest 
of  complainant,  March  IS,  1922. 

13210.  Staiv  Hiohway  DKrARTMENt  OP  TncAB  v.  Dibect(«  Qenebae,  ab 
AsENT.  Rates  on  one  carload  of  motor  truck  chassis  parts  from  Detroit,  MIdu 
to  Anstln,  tTex.  J.  J.  Atkinson  for  complainant.  J.  F.  Finertv  for  defendant. 
Dismissed  on  reqnest  of  complainant,  January  10,  1922. 

18216.  Bast  St.  Louis  Store  Co.  v.  T.  R.  R.  ABso.  or  St.  Louis  ct  au  Rates 
on  various  commodities  from  and  to  Falling  Springs,  ni.,  and  St.  Lonls,  Ho. 
W.  E.  Rotentiawn  tor  complainant.  E.  0.  Kramer  for  defendants.  Dismissed 
on  request  of  complainant.  Febroary  13,  1922. 

1828S.  PoBTLARD  TsAFno  &  THANBForrATtoM  Aeso.  Ki  M.  V.  Dnxcm  QKIt- 
EBAi.,  AB  Aoeht,  ET  Ai„  Rates  oD  onc  carload  of  canned  com  from  Bartland, 
He.,  to  Portland,  Oreg.  W.  C.  UcCnlloch  and  J.  H.  Lalhrop  tor  complalnaata. 
W.  A.  Robbtna  tor  defendants.  DlsmlBBed  on  request  of  complainants,  March  IS; 
1922. 

1S244.  Deb  Clat  Hfo.  Go.  et  At.  v.  B.  &  O.  R.  R.  Co.  et  al.  Hlnlmom 
weight  on  flue  linings  shipped  from  Mecca  and  Newport,  Ind.,  to  points  In 
Illinois,  Indians,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Wisconsin,  and  Minnesota.  C.  W.  BdmonOttm 
for  complainants.  F.  B.  Cult  tor  interrwier.  S.  P.  Temia,  K.  L.  Riehmtmd, 
R.  H.  WiAiicomhe,  J.  BHUumll.  C.  BrWm,  O.  W.  Dynet,  J.  If.  Davit,  It.  8.  Bnnnm, 
and  A.  P.  Humbwff  for  defendants.  Dismissed  on  request  of  complainant, 
February  IB,  1922. 

18284.  PBCHincEBS  RnriNmo  Co.  v.  Ft.  W.  A  D.  G.  Rt.  CO.  et  ai~  Rates  on 
gas  oil  from  Gainesville,  Tex.,  to  I>enver  and  Pueblo,  Colo.  A.  C.  Soline*  tvr 
complainant.  E.  B.  WhWed,  j.  Q.  Dter,  Th&mpton,  BanoUe,  Wharton  i  Hiner, 
T.  J-  Norton,  F.  B.  Andretei,  and  0.  8.  Bwrg  for  defendants.  Complaint  satfat- 
fled.    DlBmhsed  FtAmary  13.  1922. 

18269.  NOBTBWBBTKBH  Tkaitio  A  Sebviob  BtnuAO  v.  O.,  B.  A  Q.  R.  R.  Ox 
ET  AL.  Itatea  on  one  carload  of  soft  coal  from  Alger,  Wyo..  to  Grand  Jnno- 
tlon,  Iowa.  S.  B.  Houcfc  far  comidalntnt.  If.  tt.  Jopoe,  D.  Svamt,  R.  B.  WtdM' 
oombe,  and  K.  F.  B^rgest  tor  defendants.  Complaint  sattsded.  Dismissed 
February  13,  1922. 

18270L  CotTsnx  LuMaBBr  Oo.  «.  Duacroa  GEireaAi.,  ab  Asbmt,  xt  ai..  Rates 
oB  wooden  poles  too  long  to  be  loaded  In  a  ringle  car.  from  Bedford,  Pa.,  to 
WUktnsburg,  Pa.  IF.  J.  Btrtnan  for  comtdahiant  B,  W.  BIkle  and  J.  P. 
fSnorty  for  defimdantB.    Dismissed  on  reqnest  of  complainant,  Hardi  IS,  1923; 

1S2T6.  Ghandleb  Oo.  v.  Dibectob  Oeneral,  as  Agent.  Races  on  grapes  la 
caiioads,  packed  In  lug  boxes,  fiuu  points  In  California  to  Scrant^  Pa.,  terrl- 
tory<  C  A.  Rogett  tat  complainant.  C.  A.  Revert  for  Intervener.  J.  F.  Fimerfg 
for  defendanL    Dlandsaed  on  request  of  complainant,  Hardi  IS.  1922. 

ISaoS.  Cohen  A  Son  v.  P.  R.  R.  (}0i.  et  au  Rate*  on  second-luuid  laUwar 
track  rails  from  Carney's   Point,   N.  J.,   to  WUkea-Barra  and  ScrautOD,   Pa. 
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C.  A.  Roffcrt  for  complainant  B.  W.  B<M«  tor  defCndanL  DUmlased  od  r» 
qoett  of  complainant,  Marck  18,  1022. 

1S30T.  Nationai.  Sijpplt  Co.  or  Texas  v.  Directob  Oknibai,  Aa  Aokht.  Rat* 
OD  one  carload  of  oll-weU  anppllca  from  Swtsarate,  Pa.,  to  Port  W«rtli.  Tmr, 
J.  F.  Ryan  for  complainant.  J.  F.  FtMrty  for  dofendaot  Plauilaweil  on  m- 
qneat  of  complainant,  Uarcb  13,  1822. 

13392.  Wichita  Boabd  of  Covunca  «.  O.,  R.  I.  ft  G.  Rt.  Co.  xr  At.  Rates 
on  sratn  and  products  from  points  In  Kaneaa  and  Oklabonia  to  Galveaton  and 
Texas  City,  Tex,,  tor  export  W.  P.  Hntton  lot  complainant,  if.  0.  Robert*, 
T.  J.  SortoH,  F.  8.  Andrew*,  A.  B.  Enoch,  and  Dahne^  A  King  for  defendants, 
Dlsnlsaed  on  request  of  complainant,  Pdsraarj  13,  1022. 

18416.  Wichita  Boabo  or  Cowuebck  v.  a..  T.  &  S.  F.  Rt.  Co.  >r  At-  Rateg 
on  live  stock  from  points  In  Colorado  to  WIchlU.  Kana  W.  P.  Button  for 
complainant.  J.  B.  Tedroto  and  L.  E.  Greene  lor  Interveuerv.  A.  B.  Enoch, 
T.  J.  Norton,  F.  E.  Andmot,  H.  A.  Eoandrctt,  J.  M.  Bonbv,  B.  G.  BefbtH,'  and 
J.  M.  Cftofiev  for  defendanta.  Dismissed  oa  request  of  comfrtalnant  March  18, 
1»22.  

TABLE  or  CASES  SZSPOSSJ)  Ot  WITHOUT  FBIHTBD  BBPOBT. 

rati. 
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Absorption  of  Switching  Restriction   at   St.   Louts,   Mo,,  and   Bast   St. 

Lonia,  ni — *- ; 779 

Agrlcnltnral  Implements  from  Hlssourl  River  to  Kansas  and  Utasonii TT9 
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Baltimore  A  O.  R.  R.  Co..  Dee  Clay  Mfg.  Co.  v 78e 
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A.,  T.  ft  8.  F.  Ry.  Co 787 
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Brick,  Clay,  and  Clay  Articles  to  Sanlt  Ste.  Harle,  Ontario 778 

Cambria  Steel  Co.  t>.  Director  General 780 

Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Lincoln,  Nebr.  v.  D.  ft  R.  G.  R.  R.  Co 783 

Chandler  Co.  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent— 788 

Chicago  ft  A.  R.  R.  Co..  Northwestern  TraRlc  ft  Service  Bnrean  (Inc.)  t>—  780 

Chicago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  R.  Co..  Northwestern  Trafflc  ft  Service  Bureau  « 788 

Cbtcago,  M.  A  St  P.  By.  Co.,  Lowenthal  Co.  v 78* 

GUcago,  R.  I.  ft  a.  Ry.  Co.,  Wichita  Board  of  Commerce  « 787 

Cbrome,  Iron  and  Hanganeee  Ore  between  Points  In  Offlcioi  CaasaUlcatlen 

Terrttory 780 

Clarendon  BeOnlng  0&  v.  A.  C  L.  R.  R.  Co 788 

Class  Rates  between  Seattle,  Tacoma,  Wash.,  and  Portland,  Oreg 780 

Class  and  Commodity  Rates  between  California,  Oregon  and  Wadlngton^  780 

Clay,  Clay  Articles,  and  Brick  to  Sault  Ste.  Harle,  Ontario 778 

Cleveland.  C,  C.  ft  St  L.  Ry.  Oo. : 

HcTwood-Wakefleld  Co.  o 
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Cotticll  Lumber  Co.  t>.  Director  Cenenl.  aa  Ascst 

Cnidble  Siecl  Co.  of  America  «.  Director  General,  as  Agent— 
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Da  Pont  de  Nemoun  ft  Ga  e.  Urectov  General,  aa  Agent 
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Bnt  St.  Lonls  Stone  Co.  v.  T«nainal  R.  a  Aaao.  of  St.  Louis ^ —  T86 

BfXert  Ice  Co.  d.  Director  Qoncral,  aa  Afuit . 7ttl 

Firestone  Tire  A  Rubber  Co.  v.  IMrector  General,  as  Agent TSS 

ntger  Brewing  Co.  v.  N.  P.  Ry,  Co T82 

Florida  Cttma  Bxchange  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent 788 

Ft  Worth  ft  D.  C.  By.  Co.,  Produc-era  Betolng  Co.  v TM 

Gaston,  Williams  *  Wlgnxire  (Inc.)  v.  Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent T84 

Gill  ft  Bona  ».  Director  General,  aa  Agent -  786 

OnUn  from  Iowa,  Minneaota,  and  Mlssonri  to  Texarknna,  Arlc.-Tes 779 

Grain  and  Grain  Products  between — 

at  Louis,  Ho.,  and  nUnolB  Points-. 780 

Stations  In  Oklahoma  and  Stations  In  Kansas  and  Nebraska 77S 

GrasselU  Chemical  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent 783 

Great  Western  Paper  Co.  v.  M..  St.  P.  ft  S.  S.  M.  Ry.  Co 783 

Ground  Limestone  between  Points  on  the  P.  R.  R.  East  of  Pittsburgh,,  TSI 

Growers  Rice  Milling  Co.  v.  Director  Geueral,  aa  Agent - 784 

Hms  ft  Grain  Dealers  Asso.  of  N.  T.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent ,.  780 

Hazard  Coal  Operators  Bxchasge  v.  L.  ft  N.  B.  R.  Co .— „ 781 

Heywood-Wakefleld  Co.  v.  C,  C,  C.  ft  St.  L.  Ry.  Go : 785 

Increased  Lwabet  Rates  t«  Newport  News,  Va 779 

iBdlahoma  Refining  Co.  t>.  Director  General,  as  Agent 782,784 

Intermediate    Application    of  Trans-Goatineatal    WeMbonnd   Bates   on 

Trafllc  to  Calltbmia  Terminal  and  Intermediate  Points . T80 

Intermediate  Switching  at  Toledo,  Ohio 780 

International  Harvester  Co.  v.  Director  Qeneral,  aa  Agent TSS 

ijitemaUonal  Steel  Corp.  r.  P.  ft  E.  Ry.  Co - 784 

Iron,  Manganese,  and  Chrome  Ore  between  Points  In  Official  CkssUlca- 

Hon    Territory ._-_„»_ — , —^ _ ., _„ 780 

Italian  Oovemnwat  Commission  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent 784 

Kanaas  City  Street  Railways,  Abwrption  of  Switching  Charges  of 770 

Kaw  River  Sand  ft  Material  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  ft  S.  P.  Ry.  Co 782,788 

I^ber  V.  P.  ft  R.  Ry.  Go -. 78fi 

Lehigh  Portland  Cemwit  Co.  w.  A.  G.  S.  R.  B.  Ce. - 782 

Unwstone  between  Pointo  on  the  P.  R.  E.  East  of  Pittsburgh 781 

Uncoln  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  D.  ft  R.  G.  B.  R.  Co 788 

Ltpe  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent , 7tt 

Lockwood  iitg.  Co.  V.  N.  T.,  N.  H.  ft  O.  R.  R.  Co 781 

Lodwlck  Lumber  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  ft  S.  F.  Ry.  Co 781 

Loewentbal  Co.  «.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.  By.  Co . 784 

Lookout  Paint  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Director  General,  m  Agent 782 

Louisville  ft  NaabTlUe  R.  B.  Co.,  Hasatd  Ooal  Operators  Exchange  ti 781 

livmber  from  Morehead,  Ky.,  to  Eastern  Points —  780 

Lsmber  from  Washington  Routed  via  UaEWgo,  Waah 179 

Lumber  Rates  to  Newport  News.  Va__ — _.. 779 

Managanese,  Iron,  and  Chrome  Ore  between  Pointa  In  OScial  Qaasiaca- 

tion  Territory ,-  ,-—  .————-_ — ..,»_—__..___ —  780 

Uqrion  ft  E.  R.  R.  Co.,  Banwtt-EUcber  Coal  ft  Mlntag  Ca  v — ~. 784 

l«noeapolls,.St  P.  ft  8.  8.  M.  Ry.  Co,  Great  Weatem  Paper  Co.  v 788 

lUsaonrl  Portland  Cement  Oo.  v.  C,  Ou,  a  ft-  8t  L.  Ry.  Cff w^.  780 

National  Supply  Co.  of  Texas  t>.  Director  Oeneiyl,  «•  Agent , 78V 

Now  York,  New  Haven  ft  Hartford  R.  R.  Co..  Ixxiwood,  Mfg,  Co.  v* _,  ■  781 

Hew  lork  SUte  Hay  ft  Grain  Dealers'  Asso.  v.  Dinctor  G«aieral,  na 
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C,  B.  &  Q.  B.  B.  Co TM 

PennBflvanla  II.  B.  Co..  Cotieii  A  Sons  « 7M 

PJiilmaelphia  4  K.  Ry.  Co. : 

loternational  Steel  Corp.  v T84 

Leber   v 78S 

Portland  Trnfflc  &  Transportation  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  as  Aceut—  786 

Procter  ft  Gamble  Mfg.  Co.  u.  Director  General,  as  Agent 78S 

Producers'  Refining  Co.  v.  Ft.  W.  &  D.  C.  Ry.  Co 7W 

Proportional  Class  Rates  between  Seattle,  Tatwma,  Wasb.,  and  Portland, 

oreg rao 

Rates  and  Terminal  Ctiarges  on  Coal  to  Qalf  Porta 780 

Raw  Sugar  from  Louisiana  to  Texas 7TB 

Reed  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent 784 

ReQned  Snlpbate  of  Maeneaium,  Atlantic  Seaboard  to  Jobnaon  City,  Tenn.  780 
Restriction  of  Switching  Abaorptlon  to  Competitive  Ttafflc  at  St.  Lonla, 

Mo.,  and  East  St.  Loula.  Ill : TTB 

Routing  on  Lumber  from  C„  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.,  in  WasUngtoD  tU  Hareivo. 

Waab : 778 

Saginaw  Specialty  Co,  v.  IMrector  General,  as  Agent 781 

Sewer  Pipe  and  Drain  Tile  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Other  Points  to 

Virginia  Cities 780 

Silica  Sand  from  lUtnola  and  Other  Polnta  to  Padltc  Coast  and  Inter- 
mountain  Territory 780 

Southern  Ry.  Co.,  Tar  Heel  Btangasese  Oo.  » 781 

Standard  Shipbuilding  Corp.  v.  Director  General,  aa  Afent 785 

State  Highway  Department  of  Texas  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent 786 


Strong  It  Trowbridge  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent ^ 786 

Sugar  from  Louisiana  to  Texaa : 779 

Sulphate  of  Uagnesinm,  Atlantic  Seaboard  to  Johnaon  City,  Tran TOO 

Switching  at  Toledo,  Ohio 780 

Switching  Absorptioa  of  the  Eanaaa  City  8ti«et  Rallwaya 778 

Switching  RestricUon  at  St.  Loula,  H«„  and  Baat  St-  Louis,  III 778 

Tar  Heei  Manganeae  Co,  v.  S.  Rj.  Co 781 

Terminal  Cbargea  and  Rates  oa  Coal  to  Qulf  Ports 780 

Terminal  R.  R.  Asao.  of  St.  Louta,  Bast  St.  Loula  Stone  Co,  v 786 

Texas  State  Highway  Department  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent 788 

Tcdedo,  Ohio,  Intennedlate  Swltcblnf 780 

Traffic  ft  Transportation  Asso.  of  PMtiaitd  «.  Director  General,  as  Agent.  T8A 
Trans-Continental  Westbound  Ratea  on  Traffic  to  Cidlft>mla  Tenuinal 

and  Intennedlate  Points 780 

Vma  ft  Bros.  (Inc.)  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent 785 

Tim  Motor  Truck  Co. «.  Director  General,  as  Agent 786 

West  Alabama  Lumber  Oo.  i*.  Dlrecttn-  Gtmeral,  aa  AgtM 781 

Wbita  Star  Raflning  Co.  v.  Director  Genual,  aa  Afflnt 784 

Wichita  Board  of  Cooimarca  v.i 

A..  T.  ft  a  F.  By.  «o L. 18T 

C.  R.  I.  ft  O.  Ry.  Oo. m 

WIlaoD  ft  Co.  V.  DIrectw  aaneral,  aa  Agent 788 


REPARATION  GRANTED  UNDER  SDPPLEHENTAL  ORDERS  OF 
THE  COMMISSION  DURING  TIME  COVERED  BY  THIS  VOLUME. 


Tfl4  and  7714  (Sob-Nos.  1  to  6).  Haoenbubo  c.  Belt  Rt.  Go.  Jannary  10, 
1922.  Reparation  for  $2,172.88,  on  dhlpmenta  of  Mited  hides,  t>eltB,  bide  trim- 
mtngB  and  tallow  from  points  in  Mimiesota,  Iowa,  and  Missouri  to  Ghlcaio, 
III.,  on  accoant  of  uureasonable  rates. 

8406  (Sob  Nos.  8,  9.  10,  11,  12,  20.  21,  22,  and  23).  Natiokal  Tube  Co.  v. 
I^  T.  R.  R.  Go.  Janaarj  10,  1922.  Reparation  for  $220,496.36,  on  sbipmeot* 
between  points  on  tbe  Lake  Terminal  Railroad  and  Intentate  points,  on  account 
of  unreasonable  and  prejudicial  cbarges. 

S8S2  (Snb-Nos.  1  and  2).  Svubeboeb  &  Sorb  Co.  v.  M.,  K.  t  T.  Rt.  Co. 
January  10,  1922.  Reparation  for  $809.50,  on  sblpraents  of  fresb  meat  from 
Kansas  Cltr,  Eans.,  to  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  on  account  of  unreasonable 
rates. 

8798.  Wear  Ooabt  Lchbibker's  Abso.  v.  Dibectob  Qenebal.  Pebrnary  18, 
1922.  Reparation  for  $889.99,  on  shipments  of  Bblngles  from  'WashiDEton  and 
Oregon  to  Illinois,  Indiana.  Michigan,  MIsBourl,  Wisconsin,  and  Iowa,  on 
account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

10228.  Lion  Coal  Co.  v.  Utah  Rt.  Co.  February  13.  1822.  Reparation  for 
$8,061.  on  shipments  of  coal  from  complainant's  mine  to  Intrastate  and  Inter- 
state destlnatlans,  on  account  of  unreasonable  charges. 

10287.  Globe  Blttatob  Co.  r.  Dibectob  Qecieral.  February  13,  1922.  Repa- 
ration for  $2,123.90,  on  awltchtng  shipments  of  grain  at  BnSaio,  N.  T.,  on 
account  of  unreasonable  and  prejudicial  charges. 

104S9.  Du  PoiKT  KB  Nemocbs  &  Co.  V.  Dibectob  OEtrEBAL.  Jannary  10,  1922. 
R^aratlon  for  $460.19,  on  Bhlpments  of  soda  ash  from  Newark.  N,  J.,  to 
Hopew^,  Va.,  on  account  of  mlsrontlng  and  illegal  chains. 

104272.  Artita  ExPLoeivBs  Co.  v.  Dibectob  Obkebal.  January  tO,  1922. 
Reparation  for  $S10.S4,  on  shipments  of  explosives  from  FayvlUe,  III.,  to  Plat 
River,  Mo.,  on  account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

11007  and  11007  (Sub-No.  1).  Olobb  Ou.  Mnxs  f.  Dibectob  OEnxBAi.  Feb- 
mary  IS,  1922.  Reparation  for  $6,83634.  on  shipments  of  soya-bean  oil  from 
Loa  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Ivorydale,  Ohio,  Chicago,  III.,  and  New  Orleans,  Ia., 
on  account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

11188.  Naoasb  &  Co.  V.  DiBBoroB  Gbnebai.  February  13,  1022.  Reparation 
tor  $3,96838,  on  shipments  of  potato  starch  from  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  Chicago, 
ni.,  and  New  Tork,  N.  Y.,  on  account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

11209.  pBKBLEsa  POBTLANv  Ceui;nt  Co.  v.  DiBEcroa  Genebai.  January  10, 
1922-  Reparation  for  $16,770,  on  ehlpments  of  marl  from  Spring  Arbor  to 
Union  City,  Mich.,  on  account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

11211.  Hawkins  v.  O.  S.  L.  R.  R.  Co.  Jannary  10,  1922.  Reparation  for 
$20.48,  on  shipment  of  bags  from  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to  Rupert,  Idaho,  <ai 
account  of  unreasonable  rates- 

11219.  SiNCLAiB  RcrotiNO  Co.  v.  Dibectob  Obnbbai.  February  13,  1862. 
Reparation  tor  $4,828.^,  on  ahipmenta  of  acid  from  Arkansas  City,  Eldorado, 
Angusta,  and  Wichita,  KanB.,  to  CofCeyvllle,  Kaos.,  on  account  of  unreasonable 
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792  BKPARATIOH  QOAKTED. 

11238.  BnxTOR-gMiTH  Co.  v.  Dmntn  GEitisAi.  Febraar;  18,  1922.  R^- 
aratlOD  for  $3,077.49,  on  ahipiDenta  of  frntU  and  vegetables  from  points  in 
CallfoFDla  to  Blsbee  and  Donglas.  Arts.,  on  account  of  onreaBonable  rates. 

11343.  Odell-Dai^tc  Matebiai.  Co.  v.  DncCToa  GENcaAi.  January  10,  1922. 
Beparatlon  for  $1,799.22,  on  flbtpnmU  df  aana  tt<aa  Qaion,  Axk,  to  AagVMft, 
Kana.,  on  account  of  nqreasoneklc  ratei. 

11348.  EupiBE  CoTTon  Oil  Co,  it,  Dibbctok  OERsaAi.  January  10,  1922, 
Reparation  for  $329,22,  on  ablpmoitB  of  cotton  leed  from  Florida  to  Cordde, 
Qa„  on  account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

11353.  Phoenix  Tbafhc  Bureau  v.  S-  P.  Co.  January  10,  1922,  Reparation 
for  $1ST.73,  on  shipments  of  apples  from  WatsonvUle,  Calif,,  to  Phoenix,  Aric, 
on  account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

113S9,  Kelset  Weeei,  Co,  v,  T,  &  M.  V,  B.  R.  Go.  January  10,  1822.  Rep> 
aratlon  for  $2,969.95,  on  ahipmenta  of  spokes  from  Goodman,  Beotonla,  luoo 
City,  and  Valley,  MiBs.,  to  Memphis,  Tenn..  on  account  of  unreasonable  rateii 

11482.  Wehneb  Stavs  Co.  v.  Dibectob  Genekai.  February  18,  1922.  Rqtara- 
tlon  for  $806.79,  on  shipments  of  staves  from  Texas  City,  Tex.,  to  New  Orleana, 
La.,  on  account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

11507.  Texas  Co-  t>.  DmBcroa  QxREaAi..  February  IS.  1922.  R^aratlon  for 
$1,997.60,  on  shipments  of  oil  and  wax  from  Fort  Arthur  to  GalTeston,  Tax^ 
on  account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

11568,  Swm  &  Co,  V.  DUECTOE  Gbmeeai.  February  IS,  1922.  B«3wraUan 
for  $8,674.21,  on  shipments  of  phosphate  rock  from  Alafla,  Fla,,  to  Acrlcola, 
Fla.,  on  account  of  unreasonaUe  cbargea. 

11660,  Texakkaka  Pm  Woxss  v.  Dikectok  Gemerai.  January  10,  1922. 
Reparation  for  $714,  on  shlpmenta  of  clay  fron  Post  Pipe  Spur,  Ark.,  to 
Texarkaua,  Tex.,  on  account  of  unreasonable  charges. 

11698,  Pailob  Citt  Ldubeb  Co.  u.  DoEcioa  Gehebai.  January  10,  ieS2. 
Beparatlon  for  $21J22,  on  shipment  of  wall  board  from  GrsenTllle,  Hiss.,  to 
Monroe,  La.,  on  account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

11765.  KAuniAR  ft  Sons  Co.  v.  DmxnXM  Gbubux.  January  10,  1022. 
Rqtaration  for  $807.42,  on  shipments  of  scrap  Iron  from  Brnston,  N.  J.,  to 
Bayway  and  Ellsabethport,  N,  J.,  on  account  of  unreasonable  rates. 

11790.  Abmoub  &  Co.  V.  DiaECTOE  Genexai.  January  10,  1922.  Reparatli» 
for  $307.00,  on  shipments  of  salt  frun  Marine  City,  Lndlngton,  and  Port 
Huron,  Mich.,  to  CMcavo,  111.,  on  account  of  unreasonable  charges. 

Note.— The  amount  of  reparation  awarded  In  the  abore  cases  asgncates 
|29CM>06J.i. 
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[Noniben  In  parenthMci  aflei  eltatlODi  Indicate  where  commodltT  la  eonaldered.] 
Acid.     HUteboto,  Ifl^  to  CindiuMitl,  OUo^  and  BraDBvOle  and  JeOenoovlUai 

Ind^SSS. 
Acm,  HtxKth    Artlnston,  N.  J.,  from  Hopateoui  and  Haskell,  N.  J.,  291. 
Acm,  NRBATtira.    Aillngton,  N.  J.,  from  Hf^atcoiiK  and  Haskell,  N.  J.,  201. 


ObarlotM,  N.  a,  to  OreenabMO,  N.  C,  and  Oolnnbla,  S.  C,  2TT. 
HUlAoTo,  IIL,  to  ClDclDnatl,    Oblo,    and    BranavUle    and    JefferaonvlUB, 
lDd„S88. 
AuTOMOBiu  Jacks.    Bee  Jacks,  Axnouomnx. 

Baoi;  Famci.    WIbcodbIii,  Minneaotai  and  Mlcblgan  to  Tartons  destluatlMis,  STl. 
Baoo,  Pafxb,  Pkihte).    WlsconHin,  MInnMota,  and  HleUgan  b)  vartona  destlna- 

tlmts,sn. 
Bauxt.    Arkansas  from  St  Loals  and  Kansas  Olty,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebes, 

I1L.4T6. 
Baubll  Uatsual.    Penalty  cbaxic,  S0S. 
B^,  FaasH,  FaosaiT.    Colonbus,  Ohio,  to  New  York,  N.  T.,  85. 
Bnxm,  Hasdwood.     Hlaaomt,  Arkansas,  Texas,  LoaUdana,  Mississippi,  AIs- 

bama,  Geoiiga,  Florida,  SoaOi  CanUna,  Nortb  Carolina,  VtrtlnlB,  West  Vlr- 

flnla,  Teinessee,  Kentut^,  Indiana,  and  OUo  to  central  territory  and  other 

dtflnsd  territories,  aB. 
Bi^AXKB,  PAvaa  OuiB,  Pustki.    Wlsceosln,  Httmesota,  and  MlcMgau  to  various 

deatinatlona,  STl. 
BoABD,  BnmcK.    Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Mlehlssn  to  Tariona  destinations, 

671. 
BoAXS,  Box.    Hartfwd  Oi^,  lod.,  to  Fort  WkTiie,  Ind.,  86S. 
Sous,  Hasdwood.     MlsaMri,  Arkansai^  Texas,  LooiBlKna,  UlsslBstppI,  Ala- 

bua«,  Ocorcla,  rtorUa,  Sentta  CamUm,  North  Garotliia,   VUslala,  West 

Tlrclnla,  Tennessee,  Kentackf,  Indiana,  and  Oblo  to  central  and  otbet> 

deODed  tnrftorteK  68. 
BowuHcas,  AOATK.    Montana  to  San  Franetseo,  CUlf:,  674. 
Baxn,  FiH«,   Bmrr  BcruuraD.     Tavareo,   Fla.,   to  Altoona,   Orange   Bend, 

Sorrento,  and  Paola,  Fla.,  807. 
Boxes,  Pat^: 

Indkna  to  St  FatA  and  HlnneaptfUi,  Ulna.,  512. 
Wisconsin,  MlnnesoU,  snd  HlchlgsD  to  varlons  destinations,  BTl. 
BozBB,  Pduvoabd.    Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Hlcblsan,  to  various  deetlna- 

Uena,  STl. 
Boxes,  Stxawboasd.    Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  varlons  destina- 
tions, 671. 
Box  Matdiai.    Pcsialty  ehaige,  B8B. 
BaicK.    Atabaina  to  and  fnm  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  MobOe,  Selna,  Mon^omeiT.' 

Blnnlntfiam,  DontqiollB,  and  Tuscaloosa.  Ala.,  ITS  (190). 
BaiCK,  Vaa.    Bm  Pnwclseo,  OaklanA,  BnmyTille.  Plttsbviy,  and  Andwson, 

Ok1I£,  from  tranacontinental  K^onp^  A,  D,  E,  and  J,  10ft. 
CUnAn.    Coteman,  Fla.,  to  Prorldeoca,  B.  L,  800i 
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Cake,  Cotton  8ckd; 

Missouri,  Arkansas,  LonlslaDa,  Oklfthoma,  snd  Texas  to  Mlsslnlppl  and 
Ohio  riv«r  cities,  and  points  north  and  east  thereof,  and  wenem  tmnk 
line  territory,  640. 
SaTaonah,  Oa.,  to  Alexandria,  Ta.,  830. 
Cake,   Veoetable.    Utssoorl,  Arkansas,   Lonielsna,   Oklahoma,  and  Texas  to 
Mississippi  and  Ohio  rirer  cities,  and  points  north  and  east  theieoE,  and 
western  trunk  line  territory,  640. 
Cabdboabd.    Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  various  dertlnatioiis,  STL 
Cabtors,   Puiuboakd  and  Stkawdoabd.    Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  IClctaiffU 

to  various  destltiatloDS,  S71. 
Casino,  On.  Well,  'SEGoitDHANn.    Howard,  Kana.,  to  Anadarko,  Okla.,  SOS- 
Cattle.    Alabama   to   and   from   Meridian,   Miss.,  and   Mobile,   Selma,   Moat> 

gomery,  Blnulngham,  DemopoUs,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  1TB  (191), 
Ciuekt: 

Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Mobile,  Selma,  Moatgomeir, 

Birmingham,  Demopolls,  and  Tttscaloosa.  Ala.,  170  <188). 
Kansas  gas  belt  and  Dew^r,  CHila.,  to  Kansas.  Nebraska,  South  Dakota. 
Missouri,  Iowa,  and  WyomluK,  40fi. 
Cbipboard.    Hutchinson,  Kans.,  to  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  571  <5SS), 
Class  and  Cohuoihtt  Rates: 

Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Mobile,  Selma,  Montgomery, 

Blrmlnghani,  Demopolls.  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  179. 
Indiana  to  St  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  612. 
Natchez  and  Vlcksbucg,  Mlss„  to  and  from  Lmilslana,  388. 
Woodbury,  N.  J.,  to  and  from  various  points.  490. 
Glass  Rates: 

Bay   Ridge,   Bath  Junction,  ParkvUle^  Vanderveer  Park,   and  East  New 
Yock,  N.  Y.,  to  and  from  points  en  the  New  York,  New  Haven  ft  Hart- 
ford B.  R.,  347. 
Corinth,  Hiss.,  to  Tennessee:,  820. 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  Ohio.    Cancellation  of  Joint  rates,  449. 
La  Crosse,  Wis.,  to  New  England,  trunk  line,  and  central  territories,  871. 
Mississippi   River  crossings   to   and   train   Mason  City.   Iowa,  on   traBe 
originating  at  or  destined  to  official  territory.    Proportional  rates,  <1&. 
Ooal: 

Colorado,  Wyoming,  Kansas,  and  Arkansas  to  Iowa  and  Nebraska,  140. 
Dawson,  N.  Mex.,  to  Otarfedale  and  Jerome,  Aria.,  S77. 
Kansas  City.  Mo.-Kans.,  from  Sprlngfleld,  III.,  district,  and  UlaMurt.  Kan- 
sas, Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas  mines,  457.    . . 
Kentucky  mines  to  Feetus  and  Crystal  City,  Mo.,  via  Thebes.  111.,  XS. 
Roundup  and  Oeneva,  Mont.,  to  North  Dakota,  Boath  Dakota,  and  Ula- 

nesoU,  2W. 
Tennessee  and  Koitu)^  rolnes  to  NashvUle  and  Glarksriile,  TenD„  629. 
Western  Maryland  Ry.  points  to  eastern  destinations  via  Cumbertand,  Ut, 

108. 
Williams.  OkU..  to  Kansss  City,  Mo.,  588. 

Woodbury,  N.  J.,  from  Maryland  and  PennaylTania  mlnee,  400. 
Goal,  AirrHaAciTK.    Pennaylvuila  mines  to  Bumford  and  South  Brewer,  Ut, 
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Coaih  BirtruiKoiTB: 

Chicago,  111.,  from  Indiana  and  nilnois,  971. 

CltiMns  lulne^  A  and  B,  Spiinglleld  district,  IlL,  to  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 

and  Missouri,  271. 
Clinton  and  BraEli  districts,  Ind.,  to  CIlDton,  Locan,  Mount  Silica,  and 

BraEll,  Ind.,  338. 
Hood  mine,  Soutli  Itlvesville,  W.  Va.,  to  Gochecton,  Hancock,  and  Olean, 

N.  T.,  and  Garfield,  N.  J.,  293. 
Kettle  Valler,  Paj-ette,  Lenoir,  and  Essanbee.  Ind.,  to  Chicago,  III.,  seo. 
LlDtoD  group,  Ind.,  to  Anderson,  Eaton,  Marion,  Lawrence,  New  Cattle^ 
DalevlUe,  Alexandria,  Muncie,  Elwood,  Sprlagport,  Tipton,  Winchester, 
and  Fort  Benjamin  Harrison,  Ind.,  157. 
Kerada  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wjro.,  216. 
Peonsylvania  mines  and  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  to  Rumford  and  South  Brewer, 

Me.,  ISO. 
Peoria,  III.,  from  Springfield  district,  and  Peoria  countr  and  HHilton  county 
KTOupa,  III.,  624. 
CoAi^  Buckwheat.    pMinsylvonla  mines  to  Rumford  and  South  Brewer,  Me., 

150. 
OoAi,  FiKB.    Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.,  from  Springfield,  IlL,  district,  and  Mis- 

aoori,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas  mines,  457. 
CoAi,  Gbate.     Colorado,  Wyoming.  Kansas,  and  Arkansas  to  Iowa  and  N«- 

braska,  146. 
Cou.,  Lump: 

Gt^orado,  WyoDdnc  Eanaas,  and  Arkansas  to  Iowa  and  Nebraska,  14S, 

Hlllflboro,  ni.,  to  EIroy,  Wis.,  reconslgned  to  Wausau,  Wis..  469. 

Kanaaa  City,  Ho.-Kans.,  from  SpringBed,  111.,  district,  and  MlsBonrl,  Kan< 

■aa,  Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas  mines,  457. 
Nevada  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.,  216. 
Coal,  Nut: 

Colorado,  Wyoming,  Kansas,  and  Arkansas  to  Iowa  and  Nebraska,  14&. 
Nevada  from  Castle  Gate  district,  UUb,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.,  216. 
Coal,  Rutt-oi^MinE : 

Clinton  and  Brazil  districts,  Ind.,  to  Clinton,  Locan,  Mount  SiUca,  and 

Bratil,  Ind.,  338. 
Nevada  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.,  216. 
Sonnyside,  Utah,  to  Boise.  Idaho,  607. 
Coal,  Slack: 

Colorado,  Wyoming.  Kansas,  and  Arlunsas  to  Iowa  and  Nebraska,  145. 
Eanaas  City,    Mo.-Kana,    from    Spriogdeld,    III.,    district,    and   Mlsaourl, 

fw""",  Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas  mines,  457. 
Nevada  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs.  Wyo.,  216. 
CoAi.,  SurrBiNo: 

£>ouglas,  W.  Va.,  to  Burlington,  Clarlnda,  and  Red  Oak,  Iowa,  Broken  Bow, 

Nebr.,  and  La  Crosse.  Wis.,  129. 
Fennayivanla  and  West  Virginia  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  there  sacked  and  for- 
warded to  western  trunk  lines    trans-Missouri,  and  southwestern  Unea 
terrioriee,  147. 
Oomx,  GiEEir.    New  Orleans  La.,  to  Jackson,  Miss.,  888. 
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Coke; 

Jamison,  Pa„  to  Oskalooaa,  Iowa,  and  Sheridan,  Wyo.,  129. 

St  Paul,  Minn.,  to  Mlctileran.  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Iowa,  MlsBonri,  iWOt 

Dakota,  Soutb  Dakota,  Kansas,  and  Nebraska,  480. 
Terra  Bante,  Ind.,  to  Adams,  Nebr.,  and  Fontanelle  and  Goburg,  Iowa,  MM. 
ConcEKTBATEB.    Burkc.  Idaho,  to  Wallace,  Idaho,  140. 

CorPEB,  BuBTEB.    Port  Colbome,  Ont.,  to  Constable  Hook  and  Chrome,  N.  J.,  m. 
COBES,  Pbintee's  Roixeb.    Official  and  western  classlflcatlon  territories.     Bat- 
ing, 6ST. 
OoBE,  GBotjno.    Beaver  Falls^  Pa.,  to  Tallnlali,  La.,  7SS. 
Gobh: 

Arkansas  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  CltT,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebes,  Dl, 

47B. 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  from   Ashland,  Lexington,  Clemoor,  McLean,  Rutland, 

Stanford,  and  Wenoua,  111.,  265. 
North  Dakota  from  Iowa  and  Sonth  Dakota,  128. 

Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Mobile,  Selma,  Mcmtgomer;,  Bi^ 

mtngham,  Demopolls,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  179  (18T). 
New  Orleans,  La.    "Space  rental "  chargen  on  domestic,  export,  and  coast- 
wise shipments,  121. 
Cottonseed  Fboddcts.    Missoorl,  Arkansas.  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas  ta 
Misslsrippl  and  Ohio  river  cities,  and  points  north  and  east  thereof,  and 
western  trunk  line  territory,  640. 
Cbate  HATEaui.    Penalty  charge,  393. 
Distillates,  Pbtboucuu  : 

Shamrock,  Okla.,  to  and  from  Tulsa,  Okla.,  IIS. 
Texas  to  Minneapolis  and  Willmar,  Minn.,  426  (440). 
HnoiNZS,  Qas.    Leonard,  Okla.,  to  Shamrock,  Okla.,  113. 
Fabu  Pbovuctb.    Murphy  and  Wilder  branches  of  the  Oregon  Sliort  IJoe  to  and 

from  various  points,  330. 
FcLDSPAB.    Wilmington,  Del.,  to  I>aiitersbarg,  W.  Vs.,  081. 
Fxbtiueer: 

Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  Mtsa.,  and  Mobile,  Selma,  Montgomery, 

Birmingham,  Demopolls,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  179  (186). 
Clerrtand,  Ohio,  to  MInford.  Ohio,  615. 
Febtiuxeb  Material.    Alabama  to  and  fi-om  M«1dlan,  Miss.,  and  Mobile,  Selma. 

Montgomery,  Birmingham,  Demopolls,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  179  (186). 
Floub: 

BuMer,  Kans.,  to  Missonri  and  states  east  tliereof,  61S. 
Texas  differential  territory,  4. 
FLovii  Smr-RisiNa  ComtovkD.    Cortland,  N.  T.,  to  official  territory,  309. 
FoBEBT  PaoDUCTs: 

Hawley  and  Truckee  groups,  CallfL,  and  Nev.,  to  interstate  destinations,  90l 
MemplUB,  Tenn.,  and  Louisiille,  Ky.    Mllllng-in-trandt,  67. 
Missouri,  Arkansas,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Mlsstseippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Ilor- 
.    Ida,  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Tlrglaia,  Tennessee, 
Eentncky,  Indiana,  and  Ohio  to  central  territory  and  otber  deOned  tent- 
torles,  68. 
Penalty  cliarge,  393. 
FoKOinos,  Sted.    Portland,  Oreg.,  and  Tacoma,  Wash.,  from  Oamden,  N.  J., 
Buffalo,  N.  T.,  TltusvlUe  and  Nlcetown,  Fa„  and  Gary,  Ind.,  633. 
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Fiuir,  CrtmttB.    Altoena,  Orange  Bend,  Sorrento,  and  Patria,  Fla.,  to  Tavaret, 

Pla^  for  pachtng  and  reBblpment,  807. 
Faurr,   Dbisd.     Tacoma,   Waab,   from   Freano,   Locang.   Fowlu-.   Selma,   and 

Dlnuba,  Calif..  879. 
Fauire.  New  Jeraay  terminals  to  Duane  Street,  New  Tork,  N.  T.,  136. 
FuixBa's  Eaxth.    Oklahoma  Gltj,  Okla.,  from  Midway,  Qulaer,  and  Bllenton, 

WiA^  582. 
ruKunrrajb    Indiana  to  St  Paul  and  Mlnneapolla,  Hlno.,  S12. 
OAsoum: 

BrTanmouDd,  Tex.,  to  Birmingham,  Ala.,  601, 
GMrbnll,  Vffo.,  to  Klamath  Falla,  Oreg..  472. 
Uweaux  and  North  Baton  Rouge,  Lb.,  to  Birmingham  and  Alabama  Oltr, 

Ala.,  GOO. 
Nortb  Baton  Rooge.  Lb.,  to  Carbon  Htl!  and  Ontn,  Ala.,  274. 
Salt  Lake  City,  Ogden,  and  Provo,  Utab,  from  Gallfomla,  Colorado,  Kanaati, 

Ulasonri,  Oklahoma,  and  Warning,  8. 
Sbamrock,  Okla.,  to  and  from  Tulsa,  Ofcla.,  US. 
Tezaa  and  OklahomB  to  Brawley  and  Calipatria.  OalU,  472. 
Track  storage  diargea  on  private  tracka,  6S. 

Wood  River  and  East  St  Loula,  IlL,  Louiavllle,  Ky.,  Battm  Bong*,  Im., 
gavannah,  Ga,,  and  Jacksonville  and  Port  Tampa,  Fla.,  to  Eentock;, 
Mlaalssippl,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida,  37. 
GAS<HJ!rx,  AaaoBPTiOR.    Indc^iendence,  Kans^  from  Big  Heart  and  Torley,  Okla., 

611. 
Oabounk,  Gasinobeai).    Track  storage  charges  on  private  tracks,  68  (SI). 
Glabb,  WiNnow.    Sionx  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  from  Kansas  and  Oklahoma,  76T. 
O1.ASSKS,  Jellt.    Monde,  Ind.,  to  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota.  028. 
Gxaik: 

Arkansas  from  St.  Lonls  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebes.  Ill , 

476. 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Carolina  territory,  oiiginatlnf  In  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 

Texas,  and  Louisiana,  IS. 
Murphy  and  Wilder  brancbes  of  the  Oregon  Short  Line  to  and  from  various 

polnta.  S30. 
New  England.    Reconslgmnent,  142. 
Oaktand,  GalU.,  to  and  from  CaltfomU,  69S. 

Ohio  and  Mississippi  river  crosslugB  to  Carolina  and  Atlanta  territories,  10. 
Oklalwina  nod  Kansas  to  Buhler,  Kans.,  milled  and  the  ^odncts  sbiived  to 
Missouri  and  states  east  thereof,  613. 
QkAin  Pwodvotb: 

Arkansas  from  St  Louis  and  Kansaa  City,  Ho^  and  Oolfo  and  Thebes,  III, 

476. 
Bnhler,  Kans.,  to  Missouri  and  states  east  thereof,  613. 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Carolina  territory,  origlttating  In  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 

Texas;  and  Loolslajia,  19. 
Oakland,  Calif.,  to  and  from  CallfomU,  603. 

Ohio  and  MlastsBlwl  river  crosslngB  to  CaroUna  and  Atlanta  territories,  19. 
GoAiifa,  CoAjSE.  Arkansas  from  St  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Ho.,  and  Cairo  an>l 

Thebes;  IlL,  476. 
Hahwxs,  Hop.    Chicago,  HL,  to  Padflc  coast  terminals,  2S5. 
Hat: 

Mutphy  and  Wilder  branches  of  the  Oregon  Short  Line  to  and  fnwi  Tulsu 

polnti,  880. 
Townley,  N.  J.    Demurrage,  1M. 
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Unna,  Gsbk  Saltxd.    Denver,  Oolo.,  to  9t.  Josepli,  Ho.,  and  Chicago,  ni.,  83. 

HiPOLTiv.    Clasalflcstlon  ratines,  668. 

Boos.     Oklaboma  City,  OkU.,  from  8t.   Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Kansaa  GItr.  Mo.- 

Sana.,  282. 
HoBfiEB.     Alabamft  to  and  from   Meridtan,  Hlaa.,   and  Mobile,   Sdma,  Hont- 

gomenr,  Blnntnfbam.  Demopolla,  and  Tnacalooaa,  Ala.,  1T9  (191). 
IiiPLEusnTs,  AoBicm.TVBAL.    Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  MlnneapollB,  Mtnn.,  51Z 
iRrLAUiiABix  AmcLEo.    Track  storage  cbarges  on  private  tracks,  98. 
Ibok  Abtici-kb: 

Beaumont,  Tex^  to  Louisiana,  6i4. 

Boston,  Gloucester,  Worcester,   Fltchbut^,  and   GUnton,  Uasa,  to  Halna 
Centra]  R.  R.  points,  100. 
laoH,  Bahb.    Indiana  to  St.  Panl  and  Minneapolia,  Minn.,  512. 
Ibor,  Bak: 

Indiana  to  St  Panl  and  Mlnneajxtlla,  Minn.,  612. 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to  Seattle,  Wasb.,  for  export,  269. 
lion.  Boiler.    Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  612. 
Ibon,  Piq.    Pottatown,  Pa.,  to  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  for  export.  261. 
iBon,  Bod.    Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  Mlnneapolts,  Minn.,  512. 
Ibor,  Scbap.    OliKlnnatI,  Ohio,  to  and  from  Andrews,  Ky.,  2T9. 
Jacks,  Adtouobiub.    Ashland,  Oblo,  and  Jollet,  III.,  to  Oakland,   <Me1ro«e), 

CaUf.,  677. 
Jabs,  Glass  FKuit; 

Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  Hinneapolla,  Minn.,  S12. 
Huneie,  Ind.,  to  WlBcensln  and  HlDnesota,  628. 
Kapok,  Iiffcwm).     San  FranclMo,  Calif.,  to  Chicago,  ID.,  New  Tork,  N.  T., 

and  Boston,  Mass.,  688. 
Kebosene.     Independence,   Kans.,   to   Sbeffleld,   Iowa,   reconslgned   to   Minne- 
apolis, Minn.,  313. 
LniB.    Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  Mlas.,  and  Mobile,  Selma,  HontgoineTT, 

Birmingham,  Demopolls,  and  Tnscaioom,  Ala.,  179  (194). 
Lininos,  PAFEB,  IcE<BzAit  Can.    Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  Ta- 

rions  destinations,  071. 
LiNTEBs,  CoTTOR.     Ncw  Orleans.  La.     "Space  rental"  charges  on  domestic, 

export,  and  coastwise  shipments,  121. 
LiVEBB,  Beef,  Fbokeh.    Jersey  City,  N.  X  (Float  brittee  to  Pier  A),  790, 
Um  Stock: 

Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian.  VIss.,  and  Mobile,  Selma.  Montgomery, 

Birmingham,  Demopolls,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  179  (189). 
Chicago,  III..  South  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  Andalusia,  Ala.,  Moultrie.  Ga^ 
St.   LoDla.   Mo,,   North   Portland,    Greg.,    Somerrille,    East   Cambridge, 
Brightwood,  and   Worcester,  Mass.,   and   New   Haven,   Conn.     Loading 
and  unloading,  44. 
Dotnestlc  bill  of  lading,  6S. 

Murphy  and  Wilder  branchea  of  the  Oregon  Short  line  to  and  from  va- 
rious points,  880. 
Wichita,  Kans.,  from  Gonid  and  Hollls,  Okla.,  and  DodsonTllte  and  Wdl- 
tngton,  Tex.,  501. 
Loos,  Habdwood.  Mlssoorl,  Arkansas.  Texas,  Louisiana,  MIsalsslptil,  AlabaoM, 
Georftla,  Florida.  Booth  Oarollfta,  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Tlrglnln, 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Indl&oa,  and  Ohio  to  central  territory  and  other  de- 
fined territories,  as. 
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AiB^Mn^B   to  and  from  Merldiui,  Mlaa,  uid  Mobile,  Selmt,  UontfMimj, 

BlrmlDgtiaiu,  Demopolla,  and  Tuacaloon,  Ala^  1T8  (190). 
Burkbnnett.  Tex^  to  Brlstow,  Slick,  and  Commerce,  Ok.]R.,  698. 
Havler  Bud  Truckee  groups,  Calif,  and  Ner.,  to  Interstate  destlnatloiM,  66. 
Lovdftce,  Oa.,  to  Norfolk,  Va.,  b^d  at  Portsmouth,  Ta.    Demurrafc,  241. 
UefDphls,  Tenn.,  and  Louisville,  K;.    Mllllng-ln-tranalt,  67. 
Itaupbls,  Tenn.,  or  Lonlsrlllei  Ky.    Transit  arraDgeinenta,  94. 
Uerldlan,  Miaa.,  and  Jackson   and  Chattanooga,  Tenn,     Demnrmge  and 

reconalsnment  charges,  BST. 
K«w«rk.  N.  3.    HIUIns-In-tranBlt,  S4. 
P«Qalt7  (Aarge.  3S8> 
Portsmontb.  Va.    Demnrragv,  241. 

Preston  aad  LoganqMrt,  La.,   to  Bastland  and  Ranger,  Tex.,  297. 
Umber,  Oreg.,  to  Cochise,  Arts.,  reooaslgned  to  Globe,  Aris.,  110. 
Weed  and  Westwood,  Calif.,  and  Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.,  to  Atvord,  Iowa, 
Jasper,  Marshall,  Waverly,  LItehfleld,  Pipestone,  and  Sauk  Center,  Hlnn., 
and  Oarretson,  S.  Dak.,  109. 
Woodbury,  N.  J.,  from  tbe  Sonth,  490. 
LtniB^  Habdwood: 

Alexandria,  La.,  to  CBllfomla,  Washington,  Oregon,  and  British  Columbia, 

OBB. 
lIlsBOnrI,    Arkansas,    Texas,    T^ralslana,    Hisslsslppi,    Alabama,    Georgia, 
Florida,    Sonth    CaroUtta,    North    Carolina,    Virginia,    West    Virginia, 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Indiana,  and  Ohio  to  central  territory  and  other  de- 
fined territories,  68. 
Lotaa,  VKLiAw-pim.    Banger,  Tex.,  to  Duncan,  Tulsa,  and  Walters,  Okla, 

827. 
MACBinnT,  DaiLLino.    Haskell,  Okla.,  to  Shamrock,  Okla.,  IIS. 
Mahhhaluiw  Cbkhb.    CbuBtficatton  ratings,  SiM. 
Matcbks.    Indiana  to  St  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  012. 
MxAi,  Cottonseed  ahd  Vsoxtablb.    Miseonn,  Arkansas,  Lonslana.  Oklahonia, 
and  Texas  to  Mississippi  and  Ohio  rivet-  cities,  and  points  north  and  east 
thereol,  and  western  trunk-line  territory,  640. 
MuT,  Fbksh.    Jersey  City,  N.  J.    Swltdilng,  44S. 
MoFS.    Chicago,  IlL,  to  Pacific  coast  terminals,  2SS. 
UuiMa.    Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Mobile,  Selma,  Montgomery, 

BInnlngham,  Demopolla,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  176  <191). 
Naiu: 

Beaver  Falls,  Pa.,  to  Tallnlah,  L«.,  700. 
Indiana  to  St.  Panl  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  012. 
Naphtha.    Shamrock,  Okla.,  to  aad  from  Tulsa,  Okla.,  118. 
N&rKtits,  PapKL    Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michtgan  to  various  destinations, 

671. 
Navai.  SitWEs.    Alabama   to  and  fram  Meridian,  Miss.,   and   Mobile,   Selma, 

Montgomery,  Birmingham,  Demopolls,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  179  (106). 
Oat«: 

Arkansas  from  St  Loals  and  Kansss  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebes, 

lU.,  47S. 
UemiAla,   Tenn.,   from   Ashland,   Lexington,   Clemoor,   McLean,   Rutland, 

Stanford,  and  Wenona,  lU.,  2eS. 
North  Dakou  from  lown  asd  SoutU  Dakota,  180^ 
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Oil,   CoTTORiEBD.    Misaonrl,   ArkjtnHA,   Loakilana,   Oklahoma,   and   Texaa  tt 
HlsBlulpiil  and  Ohio  river  dtlaa,  BDd  poinu  north  and  eaflt  tberaof,  and 
western  trunk  line  torrltorr,  SW. 
On,  GBEown.    Chicago,  Dl,  and   SL   Louis,  Uo^  to  St   Paul  and  Ditlnth, 

MlDn„  1. 
Oil,  Gbdi«.    Bnrkburnett  and  Ranger  groupa  In  Texna  and  trom  Shnroport, 
La.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kaneaa,  Mlasonii,  Mlaaourl  River  cities,  Hlsalaslpid  River 
croBBlngs,  Chicago,  IlL,  and  western  trunk  line  teriitvrf,  426. 
Pn,  Fukl: 

Burkbnrnett  and  Ranger  troupe  In  Texan  and  from  Stirevcport,  La.,  to 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,   Mlasourl,  Mlssonrl  River  dtlea,  Ulsslaalivl  River 
crossings,  Chicago,  IlL,  and  western  trunk  line  teiTltorr,  426. 
East  Bralntree,  Uass.,  to  New  England,  GBS. 
On,  Oas.    Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  In  Texas  and  from  Shrerepwt,  La^ 
to   Oklahoma,   ICanaas,   Missouri,   Uissonrl   River  dtlec,   Mlaalaalppl   Rlvo- 
,,  orosdogs,  Chicago,  111.,  and  western  trunk  line  terrltotr,  426. 
On,   Gab-1*s.    Chicago,  111.,   and   St.   Louis,   Mo.,   to   SL   Paul   and   Dnlnth, 

MlHn.,  1. 
On,  LvBBicATiNa : 

Indeiwndence,  Ksns.,  to  Eldorado,  Kans.,  29fi. 
Shsmrock,  OfclH.,  to  and  from  Tuln,  Okla.,  118. 

Wood  River  and  East  St  Louis,  III.,  LoulsTllle,  K]r.,  Baton  Roose,  La., 
Savannah,  Oa.,  nnd  Jacksonville  and  Fort  Tampa,  Wla.    to  EeotDck;, 
Mississippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida,  37. 
On,  Bbfiuxd: 

North  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  to  Carbon  HIU  and  Quln,  Ala.,  274. 
Wood  Blver  and  Bast  8t  Lonla,  IlL,  LonisvUl^  IC7-.  Baton  Booge,  La, 
Savannah,  Oa.,  and  IscksonvUIe  and  Fort  Tampa,  Fla. ;  to  EmtiKdv, 
Mississippi,  Alabama,  Qeorgla,  and  Florida,  ST. 
On,   Veoetasle.     MlasourL    Arkansas,   Loul^ana,   Cttlahoma,   nad   Texna   to 
Mississippi  and  <Milo  river  cities,  and  tracts  north  and  cast  thereof,  and 
western  trunk  line  terrltoi?,  640. 
Oil  Well  SmpLiu  (SaconnHAnn) : 

Howard,  Sans.,  to  Anadarko.  Okla.,  808. 
Shamrock,  Okla.,  (o  Tulsa,  Okla.,  118. 
Ore.    Burke,  Idaho,  to  Wallace,  Idaho,  140. 
Ou,  BAnzm.    R^nbllc,  Oa.,  to  Chicago  Heights,  III.,  448. 
Obe,  Ibon.    Port  Henry,  N.  Y.,  to  various  desttnattoos.    Watw  and  raU,  All. 
Obe,  MAnoAHBBi.    First  Ford,  Va.,  to  Pittsburg  and  Sharpaburg,  Pa.,  42L 
Obe,  Zinc,  Boasted.    Canton,  Ohio,  to  Terrt  Hnte,  Ind„  2C8. 
Papbb; 

Fox  River  group.  Wis.,  to  various  destinations,  STL 

Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  sod  WMtlta,  Kans.,  fram  varlova 

points,  571. 
Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Hlchlgaa  to  vartona  dnaHnatlcinn.  STL 
Papu  AancLES : 

Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  from  vartooi 

points,  STL 
Wisconsin,  MInnesots,  snd  Michigan  to  various  destinations,  BTl. 
Patkb,  BLorriNO.    Wlsconslnt  Ulnitesota,  and  Utdilgan   to  nrlou   deatlna- 

UoDB,  6T1. 
Pafbb,  Book.    Fox  Blver  group,  Wis.,  to  varloos  dostlnatlODs,  S71. 
PArn  Building.    Oklahoma  City,  Okla...  from   St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Chlcajrn. 
111.,  071  (S85). 
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Paper,  Doccment,  Marha.    Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  varlons 

destinations,  571. 
PAPKk,  Newbpuuit: 

International  Falls,  Minn.,  and  Fort  Frances,  Ontario,  to  Nebraeba,  Kan- 
sas, Mlssonrt,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana,  5T1. 
Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee.  Okla.,  and  Wichita,  Kans^  from  various 

points,  671. 
Sanlt   Ste.   Marie,  Ontario,   to  Nebraska,   Kansas,   Missouri,    Oklahoma, 

Texas,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  and  Colorado  common  points,  671. 
Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  various  destinations,  G71. 
Papxb,  PamTino: 

Fox  River  group,  Wla„  to  various  destinations,  571. 
Hamilton,  Ohio,  to  Mobile.  Ala.,  for  export,  247. 
Papkb,  Roofiko.    Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Chicago,  IlL, 

S71  (S8S). 
Papeb,  ronjT.    Fox  River  group,  Wis.,  to  various  destinations,  S71. 
Pafeb,  Wbappiro.    Fox  River  group,  Wis.,  to  various  destinations,  671. 
Pateb,    Wrapping,    Cloth -Lined,    Gbe&be-Pboof,    Oiled,    Parutiked,    Rosh*- 
Glazed,  and  Waxed.     Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  various  des- 
tlnatlens,  671. 
Papek,  WBTnno.    Fox  River  group.  Wis.,  to  various  deatiaatlona,  671. 
Paviixo-Block  Matebial,  Wooden.    Alabama,  Florida,  and  Qeorgla  to  Norfolk, 

Pig  Point,  Portsmouth,  and  Newport  News,  Va.,  569. 
Peaches.    Cincinnati,  Ohio,  from  Woodmont  and  Johnson's  Siding,  Md.,  176. 
Pebbles,  Aoate.    Montana  to  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  674. 
Pelts,  Sheep,  Obeen  Salted.    Denver,  Colo.,  to  St  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Chicago, 

IlL,  S3. 
Petbouuv.    Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  la  Texas  and  from  Sbreveport, 
La.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Missouri  River  cities,  Hlsslsslppl  River 
crossings,  Chicago,  111.,  and  western  trunk  line  territory,  426. 
Pbtroleuii.    Bast  Bralntree,  Mass.,  to  New  England,  536. 
Petbolxuk  Pboductb  : 

Burkburnett  and  Ranger  groups  In  Texas  from  Shteveport,  La.,  to  Okla- 
homa, Kansas,  Missouri,  Missouri  River  cities,  Mississippi  River  cross- 
ings, Chicago,  11!.,  and  western  trunk-line  territory,  426. 
East  Bralntree,  Mass..  to  New  England,  535. 
Salt  lAke  City,  Ogden,  and  Prove,  Utah,  from  California,  Colorado,  Eaa- 

sas,  Missouri.  Oklahoma,  and  Wyoming,  8. 
Shamrock,  Okla.,  to  and  from  Oklahoma,  113. 

Wood  River  and  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  Baton  Rouge,  Ia., 
Savannah,  Oa.,  and  Jacksonville  and  Port  Tampa,  Fla,  to  Kentucky, 
Hisstssippl,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida,  37. 
FKraoLEuu,  Refined.    Burkburnett  and   Kanger  groups  in  Texas  and  from 
Sbreveport,  La.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Missouri  River  cities,  Mis- 
sissippi River  crossings,  Chlcsgo,  III.,  and  western  trunk  line  territory,  426. 
Piuno.    Penalty  charge,  393. 

Pit  TWO,  Gtpresb.    Morrllton,  Ark.,  from  Hargrove  Switch  and  Cardwell,  Mo.,  4St. 
PiuHfl,  Fn.    Kulriiau,  Wash.,  to  Belllngbam,  Wash.    Minimum  weight,  153. 
Pipe,  Ibon.    Shamrock,  Okla.,  to  Quay,  Tulsa,  Brlstow,  and  Covington,  Olds., 

lis. 
Pipe,  Skooeiphahd.    Howard,  Kans.,  to  Anadarko,  Okla.,  303. 
Pipe,  Bbwb.    Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Mobile,  Selma,  Monb- 
(omery,  Birmingham,  DemopoUs,  and  luBcalooaa,  Ala.,  17B  (1&4). 
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Pipe,  Wooden.    Tacoma,  Wash,,  to  Webnk  and  Still,  Oreg.,  J5B. 

Pipe,  Wbouoht-Ibon.     McKeesport,  Pa.,  to  Taft.,  Callt,  472. 

Pitch,  Coal-Tar.     Minneapolis,  MIud.,  to  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak.,  605, 

Plasteb.    Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  MlsH.,  and  Mobile,  Selma,  Mont- 

gomerr,  Blrmlnghnm,  Demopolls,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala,,  179  (194). 
Plate,  Tack.    Baltimore,  Md.    Demurrage,  661. 

Plate,  Tin.    Plttaburgh  district,  Pa.,  to  Kent,  Wash.    Demurrage  charges,  B63. 
Poles.    Penalty  charge,  393. 

Polish,  0-Cei>.\ii.    Chlcngo,  III.,  to  PnciBc  coast  terminals,  2S5. 
PoBK,  Fbkbr.    Jersey  City,  N.  J.    Switching,  445. 
Potatoes.    Murphy  and  Wilder  branches  of  the  Oregon  Short  Line  tu  and  fron 

various  points,  330. 
Potatoes,  Sweet.    Cincinnati,  Ohio,  from  McKenzle  and  Paris,  Tenn.,  175. 
PotiLTBY,  Live.    Deposit  of  $10  for  car  ordered,  653. 
Rabbitb,  Not  Dressed.    Kansas  and  Nebraska  to  Chicago,  111.,  Detroit.  MidL, 

Philadelphia,  I'a.,  and  New  York.  N.  T.,  131. 
Rails,  Steel.     St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Springfield,  111.,  161. 
IlicE,  Paddy,    South  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  from  Gitrona  and  Norman,  Galit, 

165. 
RoLLEDB,  PsiNTEBs',  Oli).    Official  and  western  classiflcation  territories.    Rat- 
ing, 657. 
Rosin.    Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Mobile,  Selma,  Montgomery, 

Birmingham,  Demopolls,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  179  (193). 
Rte.    Arkansas  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  TtuS>ea. 

111.,  476. 
Salt: 

Detroit,  Mich.,  to  Virginia  and  Tennessee,  441. 
Louisiana  to  Chicago,  111,,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  other  polnta,  81. 
Sediment,  Sulphuric  Acid.    Copperhill,  Tenn.,  from  Alabama,  Georgia,  BDn- 

ourl.  West  Virginia,  New  York,  Wisconsin,  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina, 

Tennessee,  Illinois,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  and 

Florida,  238. 
Shafting,  Steel,  Rovoh.    Portland,  Or%.,  and  Tacoma,  Wash.,  from  Camdaw 

N.  J.,  BnfTalo,  N,  T.,  Tltusville  and  Nlcetown,  Pa.,  and  Gary,  Ind^  633. 
Shells,  Otsteb.    Apalacbicola,  Fla.,  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  763. 
Shingles.    Penalty  charge,  393. 
Sisal.    Indianapolis,  Ind.,  Switching,  683. 

Skins,  Sheep,  Pickled.    Pacific  coast  ports  to  Atlantic  seaboard  territory,  4U. 
Slag.    Emaua,  Pa.,  to  West  Colllngswood,  N.  J.,  603. 
Sludoe.     See  Acid  ;  Sediment. 
Soda,  Nitrate  of: 

Port  Richmond,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  Frankford,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  SSL 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  to  Ramsay,  Mont.,  601. 
Steel  Abticles  : 

Beanmont,  Tex.,  to  Louisiana,  644. 

Boston,  Gloucester,  Worcester,  Fltchbnrg,  and  Clinton,  Mass.,  to  BUlM 
Central  R.  R.  points,  100. 
Steel,  Band.    Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  BIZ 
Steel,  Bab: 

Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  512. 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to  Seattle,  Wash.,  for  export,  269. 
Steel,  Boilbr.    Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  S12. 
Steei,  Rod.    Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Alan.,  632. 
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Stokk.    Indiana  limestone  dutiict  to  varloas  points,  26. 

Store,  Crushed.    Garnett,  Okla.,  to  Shamrock,  Okla..  113. 

Stkawboah).    Hutcblnson,  Kans.,  to  Oklaboma  Ctty,  Okla.,  571  (585). 

8mj>HUBtc  Acid  Sediment.    Bee  SEniiiBiiT. 

Tablets,  Papel    Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  varloue  destinations, 

on. 

Tamkaoe,  AniiiAc    Chicago,  lU.,  to  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  149. 

Tapioca.    Orange,  Mass.,  to  Los  Angeles  nnd  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  Portland, 
Oreg.,  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  267. 

Tab,  Coai.    Minneapolis,  Mlnn„  to  Aberdeen,  S,  Dak.,  005. 

Tile,  Hollow  Bcildino.    Coral  Ridge,  Ky.,  to  Charleston,  S.  C,  172. 

TiMBEB,  Mine.    Penalty  charge,  388. 

Tobacco,  UnuANCFAcrvsto.    Cape  Olrardeau,  Mo.,  from  Tennessee,  Kentucky, 
and  Indiana,  814. 

Tomatou,  CAHFiEV.    Greenwich,  N.  J.,  to  Pier  2S,  New  Tork,  N.  T.,  305. 

Tops,  Fbuit  Jab.  MuDCie,  Ind.,  to  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota,  523. 

Toweuno,  Fapeb.     Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  various  destina- 
tions, B71. 

Towels,  pApm.    Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  various  destlnatloDS, 
571. 

Tl-bpertine.    Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Mobile,  Selma,  Mont- 
gomery, Birmingham,  Demopolls,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala..  179  (193). 

Vegetables.    New  Jersey  tenninala  to  Dusne  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  135. 

Waste,  Cobk.    Beaver  Falls,  Pa.,  to  Tallulab,  La.,  755. 

Wheat, 

Oklahoma  and  Kansas  to  Buhler,  Kans.,  milled  and  the  products  shipped 

to  Missouri  and  states  east  thereof,  613. 
Texas  differential  territory,  4. 

Wise.    Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  512. 

WooDwoiK,  Adto-Bodt.    St.  Louts,  Mo.,  to  Fort  Worth,  Tex,,  617. 

Wool,    Boston  and  East  Boston,  Mass.,  to  Passaic,  Dundee.  Clifton,  and  Gar- 
field, N.  J.,  556. 

Wool,  Pvuxa.    Chicago,  III.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  New  York.  N.  Y.,  Boston, 
Mass„  and  other  points  In  trunk-line  territory  and  New  England,  409. 

Wbappess,  Papeb,  Boitle.     Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  various 
destinations,  571. 

Wkappebb,  Paper,  Purtd*.     Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan  to  various 
destinations,  BTL 
e6I.C.C, 
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[Nninben  la  puenUieaea  aftec  citations  tiUllcat*  wbera  l«call^  U  coii*ldw«A.I 
Aberdeen,  S.  E>ak.,  from  MlnneapoItB,  Mtnn.    Goal-tar  pitch  and  coal  tar,  50S. 
Aberdeen,  8.  Dak.,  from  Roundup,  Mont.    Coal,  249  (2S2). 
Aberdeen,  8.  Dak.,  from  St  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Aberde^i,  S.  Dak.,  from  various  p#lnt3.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
Adams,  flebr.,  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.    Coke,  604. 
Alabama  to  rentral  terrltor;  and  other  defined  territories.    Hardwood  lumber 

and  forest  products,  68. 
Alabama  to  Copperhlll,  Tenn.    Sulphuric-add  sediment,  238. 
Alabama  to  Meridian,  Mlas.,  and  Jackson  and  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  reconalgned 

to  various  points.    Lumber,  637. 
Alabama  to  and  from  Meridian,  Miss.,  Mobile,  Selma,  Montgomery,  Birmingham, 

Demopolls,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.    Class  and  commodity  rates,  179. 
Alabama  to  Norfolk,  Pig  Point,  Portsmouth,  and  Newport  News,  Va.    Wooden 

pavlDg-block  material,  569. 
Alabama  from  Wood  Blver  and  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  Louisville.  Ky.,  Baton  Rouge, 

La.,  Savannah,  Oa.,  and  Jacksonville  and  Port  Tampa,  Fla.    QasoUne,  re- 
fined oils,  lubricatlDg  oils,  and  petroleum  products,  37. 
Alabama  aty,  Ala.    Switching,  250. 

Alabama  City,  Ala.,  from  Mereaux  and  North  Baton  Rouge,  La.    Qasoline,  509. 
Albany,  N.  T.,  from  Arkansas.  Louisiana,  and  Oklahoma.    Cottonseed  oil,  cake, 

and  meal,  640. 
Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  from  Huocle,  Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  fruit-Jar  tops,  and  Jelly 

glasses,  623. 
Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (5S7). 
Alexandria,  Ind.,  from  Linton  group,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal.  157. 
Alexandria,  Ind.,  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  and  Wichita,  Eans. 

Paper  and  paper  articles,  571. 
Alexandria,  La.,  to  California,  Washington,  Oregon,   and  British  Columbia. 

Hardwood  lumber,  595. 
Alexandria,  La.,  to  Mississippi  end  Ohio  river  ditles,  and  points  north  and  east 

thereof,  and  western  trunfa-IlBe  territory.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  640 

(646). 
Alexandria,  La.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
Alexandria,  Va.,  from  Savannah,  Qa.    Cottonseed  cake,  650. 
Alma.  Nebr.,  to  New  York,  N.  T.    Rabbits.  131. 

Altoona,  Pla.,  to  Tavares,  Fla.,  for  packing  and  reshlpment.    Citrus  fmit,  307. 
Altoona,  Pla.,  from  Tavares,  Pla.    Returned  empty  fleld  boxes,  307. 
AlTord,  Iowa,  from  Weed  and  Westwood,  Calif.,  and  Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.    Lum- 
ber. 109. 
Anadarko.   Okla.,    from   Howard,   Kans.     Secondhand   plpei   oil   well    casing 

and  supplies,  303. 
ABdalusia.  Ala.    Live  stock ;  loading  and  unloading.  44. 

Anderson,  Calif.,  from  transcontinental  groups  A,  D,  E,  and  J.    Fire  brick,  169, 
Anderson,  Ind.,  from  Linton  group,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal,  1S7. 
Andrews,  Ky.,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohla    Scrap  Iron,  279. 
aSLC-C. 
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AnniBton,  AIr.     Switching,  255. 

Anse  La  Butte,  I-a.,  to  Chicago,  III.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  other  points.    Salt,  8L 

ApalochicolB,  Fla.,  to  Mobilt*,  Ala.    Oyster  shells,  763. 

Arkansas  to  Canada,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennijl- 

vnnla,  and  M'est  Virginia  via  Memphis,  Tenn.,  or  LouisTille,  Ky.    Ltunber; 

transit  arrangements,  D4. 
Arkansas  to  Carolina  territory  via  Memphis,  Tenn.    Oraln  and  products,  19. 
Arkansas  to  central  territory  and  other  deflned  territories.    Hardwood  lumber 

end  forest  p  redacts,  68. 
Arkansas  from  International  Falls,  Minn.,  Fort  Frances  and  Sauit  Ste.  Marie, 

Ont.,  and  Foi  River  group,  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  Q71. 
Arkansas  to  Iowa  and  Nebraska.    Coal,  145, 
Arkansas  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.     Coal,  4S7. 
Arkansas  to  Mississippi  and  Ohio  river  cities,  and  points  north  and  eaitt  thereof. 

and  western  trunk  line  territory.    Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  roe^l,  and 

oil,  640. 
Arkansas  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Tbebea,  IlL    Grain 

and  products,  475. 
Arkansas  City,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and 

Thebes,  IlL    Grain  and  products,  4TS. 
Arlington,  N.  J.,  from  Hupatcong  and  Haskell,  N.  J.    Mixed  or  nttratiutf  add, 

291. 
Ashland,  IlL,  to  Memphis,  Tenn.    Corn  and  oats,  265. 
Ashland,  Ohio,  to  Oakland  (Melrose),  Calif.    Automobile  Jacks,  677. 
Ashland,  Wis.,  from  Muncie.  Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  fruit-Jar  tops,  and  Jelly  claam. 

523. 
Ashland.  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  4S0. 

Atlanta  territory  from  Ohio  and  Mississippi  river  crossings.    Grain  and  prod- 
ucts, 19. 
Atlantic  seaboard  territory  from  Pacific  coast  ports.    Pickled  sheepskins,  41S. 
Auburn,  111.,  to  Peoria,  III.    Bituminous  coal,  624. 
Auburn,  Me.,   from    Boston,   Gloucester,   Worcester,   FUcliburg,   and  CUntoa, 

Mass.    Iron  and  steel  articles,  100. 
Auburn,  Pa.,  to  Itumford,  Me.    Anthracite  coal,  159  (160). 
Austin,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  SpringSt  Wyo.    Coal, 

216   (219). 
Avery,  La.,  to  Chicago,  111.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  other  points.    Salt,  81. 
Baltimore,  Md.    Tack  plate;  demurrage,  66L 
Baltimore,  Md.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  oil,  cake,  and  meal, 

640. 
Baraboo,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Hinn.    Coke,  480. 
Batesvllle,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebei 

III.    Grain  and  products,  475. 
Bath  Junction,  N.  Y.,  to  and  from  New  York,  New  Haven  ft  Hartford  B.  B. 

points.    CHasB  rates,  347. 
Baton  Rouge,  La.,  to  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  FlOTida. 

Gasoline,  refined  oils,  lubricating  oils,  and  petroleum  products,  ST. 
Battle  Mountain,  Ncv.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Sprtngs,  Wfo. 

Coal,  216  (219). 
Bayonne,  N.  J.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  oU,  640. 
Bay  Ridge,  N.  Y.,  to  and  from  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford  R.  R.  points 

Class  rates,  347. 
Beaumont,  Tex.,  to  Louisiana.    Iron  and  ated  articlM,  644. 

apLca 


TABLE   OF  liOCAUTIES.  807 

Beaver,  Pa.,  to  and  from  varlonB  points.    Throueh  routes  and  Joint  rates,  285. 

BMver  Brook,  Pa.,  to  Rmnford,  Me.    Anthracite  coal,  159  (160). 

Beaver  Falls,  Pa.,  to  TuUnlali,  La.    Cork  waste.  Kround  cork,  and  nails,  755. 

Bdlinghain,  Wash.,  from  Kalshan,  Wash.    Fir  piling;  minimum  weight,  153. 

Banln,  Ner.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  W70-    Coal, 
216  (226). 

Benld,  111.,  to  Peoria,  lU.    Bltnmlnoas  coal,  624. 

Berlin,  N.  H.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  oil,  610. 

Beaaemer.  Mich.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Betterarla,  Calif.,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.    Petroleum  products,  8. 

Big  Heart,  Okla.,  to  iBdependence,  Kans.    Absorption  gssoUne,  611. 

Big  Stone  City,  S.  Dak.,  from  Bouudup,  Moql    Coal,  249  (2S2). 

BUlings,  Mont,  to  Ban  Francisco,  OalU.    Agate  bowlders  or  pebbles,  674. 

Bingtaamton,  N.   Y.,  from  Arkansas,   Louisiana,  and   Oklaltoma.    Cottonseed 
cake  and  meal,  640. 

Birmingham,  Ala.    Switching,  255. 

Birmingliam,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Alabama.    Clsss  and  commodity  rstea,  179. 

Blrmlnghani,  Ala.,  from  Bryanmound,  Tex.    Gasoline,  601. 

Birmingbam,  Ala.,  from  Mereaux  and  North  Baton  Rouge,  La.    QasoUne,  S09. 

Black  River  Palls,  Wis,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Blnefield,  Vs.,  from  Detroit,  Hicb.    Salt,  441. 

BIjtheTille,  Ark.,  from  St.  Loots  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Tbebea, 
III.    Grain  and  prodncts,  476. 

Boaz,  Calif.,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  UUh.    Petroleum  products.  8. 

Boise,  Idaho,  from  Sunnyside,  Utah.    Run  of  mine  coaL  607. 

Boooevllle,  Ind.,  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.     Unmanufactured  tobacco,  314. 

Boston,  Mass.,  from  Chicago,  III    Pulled  wool,  409. 

Boston.  Mass.,  to  Maine  Central  B.  B.  points.    Iron  and  steel  articles,  100. 

Boston,  Mass.,  to  Passaic,  Dundee,  Clifton,  and  Garfield,  N.  J.    Wool  in  tlw 
grease,  556. 

Boston,  Mass.,  from  San  Francisco^  Calif.    Kapok,  663. 

Boston,  Mass.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  6M. 

Boyd,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Bock  Springs,  Wyo.    Coal, 
226  (227). 

Bralnerd,  Minn.,  from  Munde,  Ind.    Fruit  Jan.  fmit-Jar  tops,  and  jelly  ilasses, 
523. 

Brawley,  Calif.,  from  Texaa  and  Oklahoma.    Gasoline.  472. 

Braell,  Ind.,  from  Clinton  and  Brazil  districts,  Ind.    Mine-run   bitnminons 
coal,  338. 

BrasU  district,  Ind.,  to  Clinton,  Locan,  Mount  Silica,  and  Brazil,  Ind.    Mine- 
run  bituminous  coal,  338. 

Brewster,  Kana,  to  Chicago,  111.    Rabbits,  131. 

Brightwood,  Msss.    Live  stock,  loading  and  unloading,  44. 

Bristol,  8.  Dak.,  from  Roundup,  Uont    Coal,  249  (252). 

Bristol,  Tenn.,  from  Detroit,  Micb.    Salt,  441. 

Bristow,  Okla.,  from  Burkbumett.  Tex.    Lumber,  599. 

Bristow.  Okla.,  from  Shamrock,  Okla.    Iron  pipe,  113. 

British  Columbia  from  Alexandria,  La.    Hardwood  lumber,  505. 

Broken  Bow,  Nebr.,  from  Douglas,  W.  Va.    Smithing  coal,  120. 

Brookings,  8.  Dak.,  from  Boundup  and  Geneva,  Mont    Coal,  249  (254). 

Brownwood,  Tex.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kansas.  Missouri.  Missouri  Blver  cities.  Mis- 
sissippi   River   croBSingB.   Chicago^   IlL,   and    westem   trunk-liiw  twrltoTj. 
Petroleum  and  products  426^ 
«a  I.  C.  C 
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Brranmoiind,  T^.,  to  BlrmlnKbam,  Ala.    OaaollBC,  001. 

Buffalo,  N.  T.,  from  MlMonrl,  Arkansas,  Loulalana,  OUahoma,  and  Texas. 

Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  meal,  and  oil,  640. 
Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  to  PortUnd,  OreE.    Steel  ahaftlsff,  6S& 
BuffelD-PittaburKb  territory  from  Missouri,  Arkansaa,  Texas,  Lootalana,  Ml*- 

sisaippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida.  South  Carolina,  North  CaroUna.   Vlr- 

glala,  West  Virginia,  Temiessee,  Kentucky,  Indiana  and  Ohla    Hardwood 

lumber  and  forest  products,  68. 
Bubler,  Kans.,  to  Missouri  and  states  east  thereof.    Flour  and  grain  prodncU^ 

613. 
Burkbumett,  Tex.,  to  Bristow,  Slick,  and  C<»nmwGe.  Okla.    Lumber,  D90. 
Burkburnett,  Tex.,  to  Oklahoma,  Eanaas,  Missouri,  Missouri  River  dties,  MIs- 

sIsalK)!  RIto-  crossings,  Cblcago,  ni.,  and  western  trunk-line  territory.    Pe- 
troleum and  products,  426. 
Burkbumett  group,  Tex.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Missouri  Rlrer  dtles, 

Mississippi  River  crossings,  Chicago,  III.,  and  western  trunk-line  territory. 

Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
Bnrke,  Idaho,  to  Wallace,  Idaho.    Ores  and  omcentretee,  140. 
Burlington,  Iowa,  from  Burkbumett  and  Banger  groups  In  Tnas  and  from 

Shreveport,  La.    Petroleum  and  ivoducta,  426. 
Burlington,  Iowa,  from  Douglas,  W.  Vs.    Smithing  coal,  129. 
Cairo,  111.,  to  Arkansas.    Oraln  and  products,  47S. 

Cairo,  III.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  640. 
Cairo,  111.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (SS7). 
Calico  Bock,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebe^ 

IlL    Qrain  and  products,  47S. 
Caliente,  Nov.,  from  Castle  Qate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.    Coal. 

216  (216). 
California  from  Alexandria,  Im.    Hardwood  lumber,  SOS. 
California  to  and  from  Oakland,  Calif.    Grain  and  prodncta,  SM. 
California  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Ogdrai,  and  Provo,  Utah.    Petroleum  products,  S. 
California  to  Tacoma,  Wash.    Dried  fruit,  6TB. 
Callpatrla,  Calif.,  from  Texas  and  Oklahoma.    Gasoline,  4T2. 
Camden,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Ho.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebes,  DL 

Grain  and  products,  47S. 
Camden,  N.  J.,  to  Portland,  Oreg.    Steel  shaftings,  633. 
Camp  Douglas,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  460. 

Canada  from  Arkansas  and  Louisiana.    Lumber;  transit  arrangements,  M. 
Canada    from  Missouri,   Arkansas,   Texas,    Louisiana,    Mlsslasli^t,   Alabama, 

Q«or^a,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 

Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Indiana,   and  Ohio.     Hardwood   lumber  and   forest 

products,  68. 
Canada  to  Townley,  N.  J.    Hay,  549. 
Canton,  111.,  to  Peoria,  111.    Bituminous  coal,  B24. 
Canton,  Ohio,  to  Terre  Hante,  Ind.    Roasted  sine  ore,  268. 
Cape  Girardeau,   Mo.,   from   T«)nee«ee,   Kentacky,    and   Indiana.     TTnmann- 

factured  tobacco,  314. 
Carbondale,  Pa.,  to  South  Brewer,  Me,    Anthracite  coal,  1I»  (160). 
Carbon  Hill,  Ala.,  from  North  Baton  Rouge,  La.    Qasolfne  and  reflned  oil,  274. 
Cardwell,  Mo.,  to  Morrllton,  Ark.    Cypress  piling,  42. 
Carolina  territory  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  originating  in  Arkansas,  OklahoDm, 

Texas,  and  LouisUiut.    Grain  and  products,  IS. 
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CaTollDK  territory  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Texas,  Loalalana,  MlsslsBlppt, 
Alabama,  Qeorsia,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  Nortb  Carolina,  Vlrgtnlc.  Wen 
Tirgliila,  Tenneflsee,  Eentnchy,  Indiana,  and  Ohio.  Hardwood  lumber  and 
forest  products,  68. 

Carson  City,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Spring,  Wyo. 
Coal,  2ie  (219). 

Cartilage,  Tenn.,  to  Cnpe  Qlrardeau,  Mo.    Unmanufactnred  tobacco,  314. 

Casper,  Wyo.,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.    Petrolenm  prodacts,  8. 

CasUe  Oate  district,  Utah,  to  Nevada.    Coal,  216. 

Cedar  Baplds,  Iowa,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 

Central  frelEbt  association  territory  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Texas,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida,  South  CaroUua,  North  Carolina,  Vlr- 
elnla.  West  Virginia,  TemieBBee,  Kentucky,  Indiana,  and  Ohio.  Hardwood 
lumber  and  forest  products,  es. 

Central  territory  from  La  Crosse,  Wis.    Glass  rates,  871. 

Central  territory  from  Mexico,  stored  and  resblpped  at  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Sisal,  688. 

Chaffee,  Mo.    Divisions,  35S. 

Chambers,  Nebr.,  from  Erlcson.  Nebr.    Extension  of  railroad,  4S2. 

Channte,  Kans.,  to  Kansas,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Missouri,  Iowa,  and  Wyo- 
minf.    Cement,  498. 

Charles  City,  Iowa,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Charleston,  S.  C,  from  Coral  Bldge,  Ky.    Hollow  building  tile,  172. 

Charlotte,  N.  C,  to  OreenSboro,  N.  0.,  and  Colnmbla,  S.  C.    Sulphuric  add,  277. 

Charlotte,  N.  C,  fronr  Memphis,  Tenn.,  originating  In  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 
Texa!s  and  Louisiana,    Qraln  and  products,  IS. 

Cbatom,  Ala.,  to  end  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Meridian,  Miss.  Class  end  com- 
modity rates,  179  (193). 

Chattanooga,  Tenn.    Lumber;  demarrage  and  reconslgnment,  637. 

Chicago,  111.    Live  stock ;  loading  and  unloading,  44. 

Chicago,  lit.,  from  Bnrkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  In  Texas,  and  from  Shreve- 
port.  La.    Petrolenm  and  products,  426. 

Chicago,  111.,  from  Denver,  Colo.  Green  salted  sheep  pelts  and  green  salted 
hides.  83. 

Chicago,  111,,  from  Indiana  and  Illinois.    Bituminous  coal,  671. 

Chicago,  m,  from  Kettle  Valley,  Fayette,  Lenoir,  and  Essaobee,  Ind.  Bitumi- 
nous coal,  060. 

Chicago,  IlL,  to  Little  Rock,  Ark.    Animal  tankage,  149. 

Chicago,  ni.,  from  Louisiana.    Salt,  81. 

Chicago,  111.,  from  Norton,  Rexford,  Brewster,  Stockton,  and  Lenora,  Kans. 
Rabbits,  181. 

Chicago,  ni.,  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Obla.,  and  Wichita,  Kans.  Pa- 
per and  paper  articles,  071. 

Chicago,  ni.,  to  Pacific  coast  terminals.  0-Cedar  polish,  mops,  and  mop  han- 
dles, 236. 

Chicago,  111.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  New  York,  N.  T.,  Boston,  Mass.,  and  other 
points  In  trunk-line  territory  and  New  England.    Pulled  wool,  409. 

Chicago,  lU,  from  St,  Paul,  Minn,    Coke,  480. 

Chicago,  IlL,  to  St.  Paul  and  Duluth,  Minn.    Creosote  and  gaa-tar  oils,  1. 

Chicago.  111.,  from  San  Frandsco,  Calif.    Kapok,  668. 

Chicago,  111.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  640; 

Chlca^  Heights,  UL,  from  R^ubllc,  Ga.    Bauxite  ore,  443. 
66 1. 0.  a  r^  I 
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Ctilppewa  Falls,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Cbrume,  N.  J.,  from  Port  Colborne,  Ontario,  Canada.    Blister  copper,  62T. 

ClndnnaU,  Ohio,  to  anil  from  Aodrewa,  Ky.    Scrap  Iron,  279. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  from  HUlaboro,  lU.    Actd,  383. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  from  McKenile  and  Paris,  Teun.     Sweet  potatoes,  175. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  from  Woodmont  and  Jobnaon's  Siding,  Md.    Peacbea,  175. 

Claco,  Tex.,  to  Oklalioma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  MlsBourl  River  cities,  Miaalaslp^ 

River  crossings,  Cblcago,  111.,  and  western  trunk-line  territory.    Petroleum 

and  p>-oducts.  426. 
Citizens  mines  A  and  B,  Springfield  district,  IIL,  to  lUlnoie,  Indiana,  Iowa,  and 

Missouri.    Bituminous  coal,  2T1. 
Cltrona,  Calif.,  to  South  San  Francisco,  Calif.    Paddy  rlc«,  16D. 
Clarinda.  Iowa,  from  Douglas,  W.  Va.    Smithing  cool,  129. 
Clarkdale,  Ariz.,  from  Dawson,  N.  Mex.    Coal,  377. 
Clarksvllle,  Tenn.,  from  Kentucky  mines.    Coal,  528. 
Clearfield  district.  Pa.,  to  Rumford  and  South  Brewer,  Ue.    Eltumlnous  coll, 

1S9. 
Clemoor,  III.,  to  Memphis,  Teun.    Com  and  oats,  265. 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  Minford,  Ohio.    Fertilizer,  615. 

Cli'ton,  N.  J.,  from  Boston  and  East  Boston,  Mass.    Wool  in  the  grease,  5S6. 
CUflon  Forge.  Va.,  from  Detroit,  Mich.     Salt,  441. 
Clinton,  Ind.,  from  Clinton  and  Brazil  districts,  Ind.    Mlne-ruu  bituminous  coaL 

338. 
Clinton,  Iowa,  from  St.  Paul,  Utnn.    Coke,  480. 

Clinton,  Mass.,  to  Maine  Central  R.  R.  points.    Iron  and  steel  articles,  100. 
Clinton  district,  Ind,,  to  CUnton.  Locan,  Mount  SlUca,  and  Brazil,  Ind.    Ulnt 

run  bituminous  coal,  338. 
Coaldale,  Pa.,  to  South  Brewer,  Ue.    Anthracite  coal,  150  (160>. 
Coburg,  Iowa,  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.    Coke,  604. 
Cochecton,  N.  T.,  from  Hood  mine.  South  Rivesvllle,  W.  Va.    Bitamlnoua  cotL 

293. 
Cochise,  Ariz.,  from  Timber,  Greg.,  reconsigned  to  Qlobe,  Ariz.    Lumber,  110. 
GoinnaQ,  Fia.,  to  Providence,  R.  I.    Cabbage,  300. 
Colorado  to  Iowa  and  Nebraska.    Coal,  145. 
Colorado  to  and  from  Pacific  coast  points.    Restricted  application  of  group  J 

rates,  96. 
Colorado  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Ogden,  and  Provo,  Utah.    Petroleum  iwoducts,  8. 
Colorado  conuoon  points  to  and  from  Pacific  coast  points.    Restricted  anpUa- 

tlon  of  group  J  rates.  96. 
Colorado  common  points  from  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Ont.,  and  Fox  River  groiip. 

Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  &71. 
Columbia,  S.  C,  from  Chariotte,  N.  C    Sulphuric  add,  277. 
Columbus,  Ohio,  from  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  and  Oklahoma.    Cottonseed  cake 

and  meal,  640. 
Columbus,  Ohio,  to  New  York,  N.  Y.    Frozen  fresh  meat,  OS. 
Commerce,  Okla.,  from  Burkburnett.  Tex.    Lumber,  599. 
Concordia,  Kans.,  to  New  York,  N.  T.    Rabbits,  131. 
Conde,  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  Geneva.  Mont.    Coal,  249  (254). 
Connecticut  from  East  Bralntree,  Mass.    Fuel  oil,  petroleum,  and  petroleuB 

products,  635. 
Constable  Hook,  N.  J.,  from  Port  Colborne,  Ontario,  Canada.    Blister  copper, 

627. 
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C(^q>erhUt,  Tetut.,  from  Alabama,  Qeorgla,  Missouri,  West  Vicginta.  New  Xork, 

Wisconsin,  Soatb  CaroUna,  North  Carolina,  XennesBee,  IlllDois,  Oblo,  Indiana. 

Tlrginia,  PennqrlTmnla,  New  Jersey,  and  Florida.    Sulpbaric  acid  sediment, 

28S. 
Coral  Ridge,  Ky.,  to  Gbarleston.  S.  C.  Hollow  building  tile,  172. 
CorlDtb,  MlBB..  to  Tennessee.    Class  rates,  320. 

Cortland,  N.  J.,  to  official  territory.    Self-rising  compound  flonr,  309. 
Cotter,  Ark.,  from  St.  Loula  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Tbebes,  111. 

Qrain  and  prodocts,  475. 
Council  BlnfFs,  Iowa,  from  St  PanI,  Minn.    Coke.  480. 
Covington,  Okie.,  from  Shamrock,  Okla.    Iron  pipe,  113. 
Cresbard,  S.  Dak.,  from  Itoondup,  Mont.    Coal,  249  (252). 
Cromwell,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Meridian,  Mtss.    Claaa  and 

commodity  ratea,  179  (193). 
Crookston,  Minn.,   from  Mancle,   Ind.    Fmit  Jars,  trult-Jar  tops,   and  Jelly 

glttBBes,  S23. 
Croxtoa,  N.  J.,  to  Duane  Street,  New  York.  N.  T.    Fruits  and  vegeUbles,  135. 
Cryatal  City,  Mo,,  from  Kentucky  mines,  via  Tbebes,  111.    Coal,  228. 
Ctillomburg.  Ala.,  to  and  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Meridian,  Miss.    Class  and 

commodity  rates,  179  (193). 
Cumberland,  Md.,  to  eastern  deatiuatlons,  originating  at  Western  Maryland 

Ry.  points.    Coal,  103. 
DalevlUe.  Ind.,  from  Linton  group,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal,  107. 
Dallaa,  Tex.,  to  Oklahoma.  Kansas,  Missouri,  Missouri  River  cities,  Mlsslsalpiri 

River  crossings.  Chicago,  III.,  and  western  tmnk  line  territory.    Petroleum 

and  products,  426. 
Damariscotta  Mills,  Me.,  from  Boxton,  Gloucester,  Worcester,  Fltcbburg,  and 

Clinton,  Mass.    Iron  and  steel  articles,  100. 
Davenport.  Iowa,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
Dawson,  N.  Mex.,  to  Clarkdale  and  Jerome,  Ariz.    Coal,  377. 
Dayton.  Ohio,  from  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  and  Oklahoma.    Cottonseed  cake  and 

and  meal,  B40. 
Demopolia,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Alabama.    Class  and  commodity  rates,  179. 
Denver,  Colo.,  to  and  from  Padflc  coast  points.    Restricted  application  of 

group  J  rates.  96. 
Denver,  Colo.,  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Chicago,  111.    Green  salted  sheep  pelts 

and  green  salted  hides,  33. 
Denver,  Colo.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
De  Qneen,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo„  and  Cairo  and  Thebea, 

ni.    Qraln  and  products,  475. 
Dermott,  Ark.,  from  St.  Loula  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebes,  lU. 

Grain  and  grain  products.  4TG. 
Des  Moines.  Iowa,  from  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas,  and  from 

Shreveport,  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  from  St  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  from  various  polnta    Paper  and  pajper  articles,  671  (5S7>. 
Detroit,  Mich.,  from  Norton,  Kans.    Rabbits,  131. 

Detroit,  Mich.,  to  Okloboma  City.  Okla.    Building  and  rooAng  paper  571  (586). 
Detroit.  Mich.,  to  Virginia  and  Tennessee.    Salt,  441. 
Dewey,    Okla.,    to    Kansas,    Nebraska,    South    Dakota,    Missouri,    Iowa,    and 

Wyoming.    Cement,  405. 
Dhioba,  Calif.,  to  Tacoma,  Wash.    Dried  fruit,  879. 
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District  of  Columbia  from  Cortland,  N.  T.    Sdf  rlslnx  componnd  flonr,  800: 
DodBODvlUe,  Tex,,  to  WlchlU,  Kans,    Live  stock,  561. 
Doland,  8.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  Q«nera,  Mont.    Coal,  249  (252). 
Douglas,  W.  Va.,  to  Burlington,  Clarlnda,  and  Red  Oak,  Iowa,  Broken  Bow, 

Nebr.,  and  La  Crosse,  Wis.  Smithing  coal  129. 
DrunuuoDd  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Mion.  Coke,  480. 
Duane  Street,  New  Twk,  N.  T..  from  New  J^b^  t^-minala.    Fruits  and  Tegt- 

tables,  135. 
Dnbuque,  Iowa,  from  Burkbumett  end  Ranger  groups  In  Texas,  and  from 

Shrereport,  La.  Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
Dalntb,  Minn.,  from  Cbicago,  III.,  and  St  Louis,  Mo.    Creosote  and  gas-tu 

oils,  1. 
Duluth,  Minn.,  from  Muncie,  Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  fruit'Jar  tops,  and  Jelly  giasaei; 

528. 
Duiutb,  Minn.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  <587). 
Duncan,  Okla.,  from  Ranger,  Tex.    Yellow-pine  lumber,  327. 
Dundee,  N.  J.,  from  Boston  and  East  Boston,  Mass.    Wool  In  tbe  grease,  556. 
Dunmore,  Pa.,  to  South  Brewer,  Me.    Anthracite  coal,  159  (100). 
East  Boston,  Mass.,  to  Passaic,  Dundee,  Clifton,  and  Garfield,  N.  J.    Wool  in 

tbe  grease  556. 
East  Braintree,  Mass..  to  New  England.    Fuel  oil,  petroienm,  and  petroleum 

products,  535. 
East  Cambridge,  Mass.    Lire  stock,  loading  and  unloading,  44. 
East  Ely,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock   Sprlnes,  Wya 

Coal,  2ia  (219). 
Eastern  trunk  line  terrltorr  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Texas,.  Louisiana,  Uis- 

slsslppt,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  Nortb  Carolina,  Vir- 
ginia, West  Virginia,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Indiana  and  Ohio.    Hardwood 

lumber  and  forest  products  68. 
Eastland,  Tex.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Missouri  Biver  cities,  Mlssu- 

slppi  River  crossings,  Chicago,  111.,  and  western  trunk  line  terrltor;.    Petro- 
leum and  products,  426. 
Eastland,  Tex.,  from  Preston,  La.    Lumber,  297. 
East  New  York,  N.  T.,  to  and  from  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford  It  B. 

points.    Class  rates,  347  . 
East  St.  Louis,  ni.,  to  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida. 

Gasoline,  refined  oils,  lubricating  oils,  and  petroleum  products,  37. 
Baton,  Ind.,  from  Linton  group,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal,  167. 
Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  irom  Muncie,   Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  fruit-Jar  tops,  and  JeUy 

glasses,  623. 
Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Mfnn.    Coke,  480. 
El  Dorado,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  TbriKi, 

III.    Grain  and  products,  475. 
Eldorado,  Kans.,  from  Ind^Kodence,  Kans.    Lubricating  oil,  295. 
Electra,  Tex.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Missouri  River  cities,  MississipFl 

Blver  crossings,  Chlcaeo,  111.,  and  western  trunk  line  territory.    Petrolenn 

and  products,  426. 
Elko,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  tTtah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.    Coal, 

218  (219). 
tnienton,  Fla..  to  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.    Fuller's  eartb,  662. 
Ellsworth,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
El  Paso,  Tex.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  BTI  (587). 
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Blror,  WlB.,  from  HUlsboro,  ni.,  recoiudgiied  to  Waosan,  VIU.    Lamp  coal,  MB. 

Elror,  WlB.,  from  St  Paul,  Mian.    Coke,  480. 

Elwood,  lad.,  trooi  Linton  group,  Ind.    BLtumtnouB  coal,  IfiT. 

Emaos,  Pa.,  to  West  Gollingswood,  N.  J.    Slag,  503. 

Emerald,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Gobe,  480. 

EmeiTTlll^  Calif.,  from  tionBcontlneatal  gronpa  A,  D,  E,  and  J.    Fire  btlck, 

IBB. 
BrtCBon,  Nabr.,  to  Obambers,  Nebr.    Extenalon  of  railroad,  4S2, 
EsatBaba,  Hlcb.,  from  St.  Paul,  Mtna.    Coke,  480. 
Essanbee,  Ind.,  to  Chlcaso,  lU.    Bituminous  coal,  HO. 
Etna,  NeT„  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Kock  SprlngB,  Wyo.    Goal, 

21»  (226). 
Eudora,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Eansas  Clt]',  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Tbsbes,  III. 

Grain  and  products,  4TS. 
BnrAa,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wjo.    Oi>al, 

218  (2U). 
EransTlUe,  Ind.,  from  HUlsboro.  111.    Add,  383. 
EransTille,  Ind.,  to  St  Panl  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.    Class  and  commodity 

rates,  S12. 
F-alrchUd.  Wis.,  from  St  Panl.  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Fairford,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Meridian,  Miss.    Class  and  com- 
modity rates,  179  (193). 
Fairmont.  W.  Vs..  to  Bumford  and  Sontb  Brewer,  Me.    Bitomlnous  coal,  109.     ■ 
Fallon,  Mont,  to  San  Francisco,  Calif.    Agate  bowlders  or  pebbles,  674. 
Fallon,  Nev„  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.    Coal, 

216  (31B). 
Fall  River.  Mass.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  oil,  640. 
Palls  Creek,  Pa.,  to  South  Brewer,  Me.    Bltomlnoos  coal,  109  (160). 
Fayette,  Ind.,  to  Chicago,  111.    Bltnmhioas  coal,  S60. 
Fayetterllle,  Ark.,  from  St.  Lonis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebes, 

ni.    Grain  and  products,  475. 
FestuB,  Mo.,  from  Kentucky  mines,  via  Thebes,  111.    C3oal,  228. 
First  Ford,  Vs.,  to  Pittsburgh  and  Sharpsburg,  Pa.    Manganese  ore,  421. 
Fltchbnrg,  Mass.,  to  Maine  Central  R.  R.  points.    Iron  and  steel  articles,  100. 
Florence,  Ala.    Switching,  255. 

Florence,  Colo,,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.    Petroleum  ptodocta,  8. 
Florida  to  central  territory  and  other  deflned  territories.    Hardwood  Inmber 

and  forest  products,  68. 
Florida  to  Copperhlll,  Tenn.    Sulphuric  acid  sediment,  238. 
FlotfdR  to  Norfolk,  Pig  Point,  Portsmouth,  and  Newport  News.  Ta.    Wooden 

paving-block  material,  568. 
Florida  from  Wood  River  and  East  St  Louis,  lU.,  LoDlsTillo,  Ky..  Baton 

Rouge,  Ia.,  Savannah,  Qa..  and  Jacksonville  and  Port  Tampa,  Fla.    Gaacdlne^ 

refined  oils,  lubricating  oils,  and  petroleum  products,  37. 
Fontoaelle.  Iowa,  from  Terre  Haute,  lod.    Coke,  604. 
Pordyce,  Aric  ti«m  St  Louis  aod  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  aad  Tbdwa,  HI. 

Graio  aad  products,  476. 
Forrest  City,  Ark.,  from  St.  Loula  and  Kansas  CUj,  Mq.,  end  Cairo  and  Thebee, 

IlL    Grain  and  products,  476. 
Fort  Boijamlii  HarrlMHi,  Ind.,  from  Linton  group,  Ind,    Bituminous  cool.  157. 
Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  from  St  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Fort  Frances.  Ont,  to  Ndireska,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Arkanoas, 

and  Lonlriana.    ENiper  and  paper  articles,  671. 
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Fort  Smith,  Ark„  to  Mlesieslppl  and  Ohio  rlrop  cities,  aniJ  potots  north  and  eart 

thereof,  and  weetetn  trunk  line  terrttoty,    Cottonaeed  ca*e  and  meal.  6*0 

(M6). 
Fort  Steele,  Wyo.,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.    Petrolewm  prodnets,  8. 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  from  Hartford  City,  Ind.    Box  board,  669. 
Fort   Worth,    Tex.,   to  Csroilna    territory,    rta   Memphis.  Tenn.    Gmln   and 

prodacts.  19. 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Miraonri  River  dttea,  Mis- 

Blsslppl   River  crossings,  Chicago,   111.,  and   western   tniBli   line  territory. 

Petroleam  and  prodncta,  426. 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.    Anto-body  woodwork,  61T. 
Fowler,  Calif.,  to  Tacoua,  Wash.    Dried  fruit,  6T9. 

Fox  River  group.  Wis.,  to  various  destlnatlonB.    Paper  and  paper  arttcles,  571. 
Fraubford,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  from  Port  Richmond,  Philadelphia,  Pa.    Imported 

nitrate  of  soda.  381. 
Frankfort,  Ind.,  to  St  Paul  and  MlnDeapolls,  Minn.    Class  and  commodity 

rates,  S12. 
Franklin.  Ky.,  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.    Unmanufactured  tobacco,  314. 
Fredonia,  Kans.,   to  Kansas,  Nebraska,   South  Dakota.  Missonri,   Iowa,   and 

Wyoming.    Cement,  495. 
Freeport,  Me.,  from  Boston,  Gloucester,  Worcester,  FItchbnrg,  and  Clinton, 

Mess.    Iron  and  steel  articles,  100. 
Fresno,  Calif.,  to  Tacoma,  Wash.    Dried  fruit,  679. 
Fulton  county  group,  111.,  to  Peorta.  111.    Bituminous  coal.  %4. 
Gadsden,  Alu.    Switching,  255. 
Galeebnrg,  III.,  from  Burkburnett  and  Banger  gronps  In   Texas,  and  from 

Shreveport,  La.    Petroleum  and  prodncta,  428. 
Gallatin,  Tenn.,  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.    Unmanufactured  tobacco.  314. 
Galveston,  Tex.,  from  vartoua  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
GarDeld,  N.  J.,  from  Boston  and  East  Boston,  Mass.    Wool  in  the  grease.  6S6. 
OarOeld,  N.  J.,  from  Hood  mine.  South  RiTesvllle,  W.  Ta.    Bltomlnons  coal. 

293. 
Gamett,  Okla.,  from  Shamrock.  Okla.    Crushed  atone,  113. 
Garretson,  S.  Dak.,  from  Weed  and  Westwood,  Calif.,  and  Klamath  Falls,  Ore;. 

Lumber,  lOB. 
Gary,  Ind.,  to  Portland.  Greg.     Steel  shafting,  833. 

Geneva,  Mont.,  to  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Minnesota.    Coal,  249. 
Georgia  to  central  terrttory  and  other  defined  territories.    Hardwood  laii^>er 

and  forest  products,  6S. 
Georgia  to  Copperbill,  Tenn.    Sulphuric  add  sediment,  238. 
Georgia  to  Norfolk.  Pig  Point,  Portsmouth,  and  Newport  News,  Ta.    Wooden 

parlng-block  material,  569. 
Georgia   from  Wood  River  and  East  St.  Louis,  III.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  Batmi 

Rouge,  La..  Savannah,  Qa.,  and  Jacksonville  and  Port  Tampa,  Fla.    Gasoline, 

refined  oils,  lubricating  oil»,  and  petroleum  products,  ST. 
Gllbertown,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Meridian,  Miss.    Class  and 

commodity  rates,  179  (193). 
GIrard,  nt.,  to  Peoria.  III.    Bituminous  coal,  624. 
Ghide  Springs,  Vs.,  from  Detroit,  Mich.    Salt,  441. 

Olendlve,  Mtmt.,  to  San  Francisco,  Calif.    Agate  bowlders  or  pebbles,  674. 
Globe,  Ariz.,  from  Timber,  Oreg.,  reconslgned  at  Cochise,  Arts.    Lomber,  119. 
Gloucester,  Mass.,  to  Maine  Central  R.  R.  points.    Inn  snd  steel  articles,  100. 
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Golconda,  yev„  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  SprioKs,  W70.    Goal, 

2X6  (219). 
Gordon,  Wis.,  from  St  Pant,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Gonld,  Okla.,  to  Wichita,  Ewib.    LWeatock,  691. 
Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  from  Tuious  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  671 

<B87). 
Grand  Rapids,  Wis.,  from  8t.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Greensboro.  N.  0„  from  Cbarlotte,  N.  C    Sulphnrtc  add,  277. 
Greenwich,  N.  J.,  to  Pier  28,  New  York,  N.  T.    Canned  tomatoes,  SOS. 
Greybull,  Wyo..  to  KUmatli  Falls,  Oreg.    QajMllne,  472. 
Oreybull,  Wyo.,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.    Prtrolenra  products,  8. 
GrooB,  Mich.,  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.    Paper  and  paper  articles. 

571. 
GrotOQ,  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  Genera,  Moot.    Coal,  249  12S2). 
Ouln,  Ala.,  from  North  Baton  RouKe,  La.    Gasoline  and  refined  oil,  274. 
Hambarg.  Ark.,  from  St.  Lonis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thrties, 

111.    Grain  end  producfa,  475. 
Hamilton,  lU.    Compensation  for  crosstng  the  river  bridge,  B46. 
Hamilton,  Ohio,  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  for  ^port    Printing  paper,  247. 
Hancock,  N.  T.,  from  Hood  mine.  South  Rlvesvllle,  W.  Va.    Bltumlnona  coBl, 

293. 
Hannibal,   Mo.,   from   Burkbumett  and   Ranger  groups   In  Tezaa,  and  Inan 

Shreveport,  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
Hargrove  Switch,  Mo.,  to  Morrllton,  Ark.    Gn>ress  piling,  42. 
Hartford  City,  lud.,  to  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.    Box  board,  669. 
Hartsdale,  Ind.,   to   St  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.    Class  and  commodity 

rates,  512. 
HartsTlIle,  Tenn.,  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.    Unmanufactured  tobacco,  814. 
Haskell,  N.  J.,  to  ArUngton,  N.  J.    Mixed  or  nitrating  acid,  291. 
Haskell,  Okla.,  to  Shamrock,  Okla.    Drilling  machinery,  118. 
Hastings,  Kebr.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (5S7). 
Hnwiey  group.  Calif,  and  Nev.,  to  interstate  destinatloBs.    Lumber  end  forest 

products,  56. 
Hasen,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Cteh,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.    Coal, 

216  (219). 
HermansvUle,  Mich.,  from  Bt  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Hillsboro,   III.,   to   Cincinnati,   Oblo,  and   BvansvUle   and   Jeffersonvllle,   Ind. 

Acid.  883. 
HiUaboro,  lU.,  to  EIray,  Wis.,  reconsigned  to  Wauaen,  Wis.    Lump  coal,  489. 
HoUls,  Okla.,  to  Wichita,  Kens.    Livestock,  691. 
Hood  mine,  South  RlvesvUle,  W.  Ve.,  to  Hancock,  Cochecton,  and  Olean,  N.  T., 

and  Garfield,  N.  J.    Bltumiooos  coal,  298. 
Hopetcong,  N.  J.,  to  Arlington,  N.  J.    Mixed  or  nitrating  add,  291. 
Hope,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Tbebea,  10. 

Grain  and  products,  476. 
Hopklnsville,  Ky.,  to  Cai>e  Girardeau,  Mo.    Unmanufactured  tobacco,  814. 
Hot   Springs,  Ark.,   from   St   Louis  and   Kansas   City,   Mo.,   and   Cairo   and 

Thd>es,  111.    Grain  and  products,  475. 
Howard,  Kans.,  to  Anadarko,  Okla.    Secondhand  pipe,  olt-wetl  casing,  and  sup- 

pUes,  a03. 
Hondioldt  Kans.,  to  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Sontb  Dakota,  Missouri,  Iowa,  and 

Wyoming.    Cement.  486, 
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HnntUigtoii,  W.  Va.,  from  Missouri,  ArUanaas,  Lonlslsna,  Oklahoma,  and  Texms. 

Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  meal,  and  oil,  640. 
Hurler,  WlB.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Cofee,  480. 
Huron,  S.  Dab.,  from  Roundup,  Mont.    Coal,  24B  (202). 
Huron,  S.  Dak.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    G(Ae,  4S0. 
HntcbtuBon,  Kans.,  to  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.     Strawboard  and  chipboard,  CTl 

(585). 
Illinois.    Increase  In  rates,  3S0. 
Illinois  to  Chicago,  111.    Bituminous  coal,  ATI. 
Illinois  from  Citizens  mines  A  and  B,  Springfield  district.  111.     Bituminous 

coal,  271. 
Illinois  to  GonterhlU,  Tean.    Sulphuric  acid  sediment,  288. 
nUnoIs  from  Fox  River  group.  Wis.    Pap»'  and  paper  articles,  671. 
Illinois  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  and  Wichita,  Kans.    Paper  and 

paper  articles,  571. 
Dllnois  from  St  Paul,  Minn.    C!ok«.  480. 
Illinois  to  Townler,  N.  J.    Hay,  64&. 

Illinois- Wisconsin  territory  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama,  Cleorgla,  Florida,  South  Carallna,  North  Oarolina,  Vlr- 

glBla,  West  Virginia,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Indiana,  and  Ohio.    Hardwood 

lumber  and  forest  products,  68. 
Indopendoice,  Kans.,  from  Big  Heart  and  Tnrley,  Okla.    Absorption  gBsollue^ 

611. 
Independence,  Kane.,  to  Eldorado,  Kans.    Lubricating  oil,  296. 
Independence,  Kans.,  to  Kansas,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Missouri,  Iowa,  and 

Wyoming,    Cement,  495. 
Independence,  Kans.,  to   Sheffield,   Iowa,  reconslgned  to  Minneapolis,   Minn. 

Kerosene,  S18. 
Indiana  from  Arkansas  and  Ijouislana.    Lumb»;  transit  arrangements,  M. 
Indiana  to  Gape  OlrardeaU,  Mo.    Unmanufactnred  tobacco,  S14. 
Indiana  to  central  territory  and  other  defined  territories.    Hardwood  lumber 

and  foreat  products,  68. 
Indiana  to  Chicago,  111.    Bltnmlnous  coal,  671. 
Indiana  from  Citizens  urines  A  and  B,  Springfield  district.  111.    Bltuminons 

coal,  271. 
Indiana  to  C3opperhlll,  Tenn.    Sulphuric  add  sediment,  238. 
Indiana  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  and  Wichita,  Kans.    Paper 

and  paper  articles,  571. 
Indiana  to  St.  Fanl  and  Mianeapolls,  Minn.    Otam  and  commodity  rates,  612. 
Indiana  limestone  district  to  various  points.    Stone,  26. 
Indianapolis,  Ind.    Slaal ;'  switching,  683. 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  Ohio.    Cancellation  of  Joint  rates,  44&. 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  St.  Paul  and  Mlnneapolla.  Minn.    Class  and  comnwdlty 

ratal,  512. 
IndlanapollB,  Ind.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  oil,  cake,  and  meal, 

640. 
International  Falls,  Minn.,  to  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  Texas, 

Arkansas,  and  Louisiana.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  S71. 
lela,  Kans.,  to  Kansas,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Mlsoonrl,  town,  and  Wyoming. 

Cement,  495. 
Iowa  from  Citizens  mines  A  and  B,  SpringflsM  district.  111.    Bitumlnons  cotd, 

271. 
Iowa  from  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Kansas,  and  Arkansas.    Ck>al,  145. 
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Iowa  from  Fox  River  group,  Wii.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  STL 

Iowa  front  Eanaas  gas  belt  and  Dewe;,  Olcla.    Cement,  485. 

lows  to  North  Dakota.    Com  and  oaU,  126. 

Iowa  from  St  Paul,  Mtnn.    Coke,  480. 

Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  to  Oklaboma,  Kansas,  Mfssonrl,  Mlaaonri  River  cltlea,  Mis- 
sissippi River  crossings,  Chicago,  lU.,  and  western  trunk-line  terrlCorr.  Pe- 
troleum and  products,  426. 

Ironaton,  Ala.     Switching,  266. 

Iron  Mountain,  Mlcb..  from  St.  P«nl,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Inn  River,  Mich.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke  480. 

Iroquois,  8.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  Geneva,  Mont.    Cool,  249  (264). 

Jackson.  Ala.,  to  and  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Meridian  Miss.  Glass  and  com- 
modity rates  179  (193). 

Jackson,  Miss.,  from  New  Orleans,  La.    Qreen  cofTee,  339. 

Jflckson,  Miss.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  671  (667). 

Jackson,  Tenn.    Lumber;  demurrage  and  reconsignment  charges,  637. 

Jackson,  Tenn.,  from  Corinth,  Miss.    Clan  rates,  SX. 

Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Qeocgla,  and  Florida. 
Gasoline,  refined  oils,  Inbrlcating  oUs,  and  petroleum  products,  S7. 

Jamison,  Pa.,  to  Oskaloosa,  Iowa,  and  Sheridan,  W70.    Coke.  129. 

JaneavUle,  Wis.,  from  St  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  4S0. 

Jasper,  Minn.,  from  Weed  and  Westwood,  Calif.,  and  Klamath  Falls,  Or%. 
Lumber,  109. 

Jefferson  Island,  La.,  to  Chicago,  lU.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  other  points.    Salt,  8L 

Jeffersonvtlle,  Ind..  from  HlUsboro,  III.    Add.  883. 

Jelks,  Ark.,  from  St.  Lonls  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  lliebes,  IIL 
Oraln  and  products,  476. 

Jerome,  Ariz.,  from  Dawson,  N.  Hex.    (3oal.  377. 

Jersey  City,  N.  J.    Freah  meat ;  switching,  445. 

Jersey  City,  N.  J.     (Float  bridge  to  Pier  A).    Frozen  beef  livers,  760. 

Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  to  Dnane  Street,  New  York,  N.  Z.  Fruits  and  vegetables, 
135. 

Johnson's  Siding,  Md.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio.    Peacbes,  176. 

Jollet,  lU.,  to  Oakland   (Melrose),  Calif.    AutoouAile  Jacks,  077. 

Joplln,  Mo.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  S71  (687). 

Kalamazoo,  Hlcb.,  to  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  Bnildlng  and  roofing  paper, 
671  (585). 

Kansas  to  Bnhler,  Kane.,  milled  and  the  products  shipped  to  Missouri  and 
states  east  thereof.    Wheat  6ia 

Kansas  from  Burkbnmett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas,  and  from  Shreveport, 
La.    Petroleum  and  prodncts,  426. 

Kanaas  to  Gbtcago.  111.,  Detroit,  Mlcb.,  Phlladelpbla.  Pa.,  and  New  York,  N.  Y. 
Rabbits,  131. 

Kansas  from  International  Palls,  Minn..  Fort  Frances  and  Sanlt  Ste.  Bfart^ 
Ontario,  and  Fox  Rtver  group.  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571. 

Kansas  to  Iowa  and  Nebraska.    Goal,  146. 

Kansas  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.    Coal,  467. 

Kansas  from  Kansas  gas  belt  and  Dewey,  Okla.    Cement,  496. 

Kansas  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  and  Wlcbitla,  Kans.  Paper  and 
paper  articles,  671. 

Kansas  from  St.  Paul.  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Kansas  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Ogden,  and  Provo.  Utah.    Petroleum  piodncto,  8, 

Kansas  to  Slonx  Falls,  a  Dak.    Window  s\am,  TBT. 
8S486'— 22— vm.  88 fiS 


GoQi^lc 


818  lABLK  OF  UXIAUTIES. 

KoDBas  City,  Kana.,  from  St  Paul,  Minn.    Coke.  480. 

Kansas  Clt;,  Mo.,  to  Arkansas.    Grain  and  products,  475. 

Kansas  Cltf,  Mo.,  from  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groupa  In  Texas  and  ticm 

Slireveport,  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  Oklaboma  City,  Okla.    Wrapping  paper,  571  (587). 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  from  St.  Paul.  Minn.    Coke,  4S0. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  froin  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  S71  (E87). 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  from  WlUlams,  Okla.    Coal.  588. 
Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.,  to  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.    Bt^s,  282. 
Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.,  from  Springfield,  111.,  district,  and  Missouri,  Kansas, 

Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas  mines.    Coal,  457. 
Kansas  gas  belt  to  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Sonth  Dakota,  Missouri,  Iowa,  and 

Wyoming.    Cem^t,  495. 
Kensett,  Ark.,  from  8t  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Tbebes,  III 

Grain  and  products,  475. 
Kent,  Wash.,  from  Pittsburgh  district.  Pa.    Tin  plate;  demurrage,  55S. 
Kentucky  from  Arlcansas  and  Louisiana.    Lumber;  transit  arrangements.  M. 
Kentucky  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.    Unmannfactared  tobacco.  314. 
Kentucky  to  central  territory  and  other  defined  territories.    Hardwood  Inmber 

and  forest  products,  68. 
Kentucky  from  Wood  Hlver  and  East  St.  Louis.  111.,  Lonlsrille,  Ky.,  Baton 

Rou^  La.,  SsTannah,  Oa..  and  Jacksonville  and  Port  Tampa,  Fla.    QasoUne, 

refined  oils,  lubricating  oils,  and  petroleum  products.  37. 
Kentucky  mines  to  Festus  and  Crystal  City,  Mo.,  via  Tbebes.  IIL    Cool,  22& 
Kentucky  mines  to  Nashville  and  Clarbsville,  Tenn.    Coal,  529. 
Keokuk,  Iowa.    Compensation  for  crossing  the  river  bridge,  645. 
Keokuk,  Iowa,  from  Bnrkbumett  and   Ranger  groups   In  Texas,   and   from 

Bhreveport,  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
EetUe  VaUey,  Ind.,  to  Chicago,  111.    Bituminous  coal,  560. 
Klncaid,  III.,  to  Peoria,  111.    Bituminous  coal,  624. 
Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.,  to  Alvord,  Iowa,  Jasper.  Marshall,  Waverly,  LItchDdd, 

Pipestone,  and  Sauk  Center,  Minn.,  and  Garretson.  S.  Dak.    Lumber,  109. 
Klamath  Falls,  Greg.,  from  OreybuU,  Wyo.    Gasoline,  472. 
Kmm,  Nov.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  UUb,  and  Bock  Springs,  Wyo,    Con), 

216   (219). 
Kulshan,  Wasb.,  to  BelUngham,  Wash.    Fir  piling;  minimum  weight,  168. 
La  Crosse,  Wis.,  from  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas,  and  tnna 

Shreveport,  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
La  Crosse,  Wis.,  from  Douglas,  W.  Va.     Smithing  coat,  129. 
La  Crosse,  Wis.,  from  Mnncte,  Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  fmlt-lar  tope,  and  Jelly  glaseea 

62S. 
La  Crosse,  Wis.,  to  New  England,  trunk  line,  and  central  territories.    Glaa 

rotes,  37L 
La  Crosse,  Wis.,  to  New  York,  N.  T.    Class  rates,  STL 
La  Crosse,  Wis.,  from  St  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Ladyamlth,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480, 
Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Bock  Springs,  WjA 

Coal,  216  (219). 
lAwrence,  Ind.,  from  Linton  group,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal,  167. 
Le  Beau,  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  Geneva,  Mont    Coal.  249  (2S4). 
Lenoir,  Ind.,  to  Chicago,  111.    Bituminous  cool,  560. 
Lraiora.  Kons.,  to  Chicago.  111.    Rabbits,  181. 
Leola,  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  Genera,  Mont    Oool.  248  (261). 
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Lemiard,  Okla.,  to  Shamrock.  Ottta.  Gas  «'iic:neB,  118. 
LczingtOD,  III.,  to  Memphis,  Tenn.  Corn  and  oats,  265. 
Uen,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.    Coal, 

218  (226). 
Lincoln,  Nebr.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
LlntoD  group,  Ind.,  to  Anderson,  Eaton,  Marlon,  Lawrence,  New  Castle,  Dale- 

Tllle,  Alexandria,  Muncle,  Elwood,  Sprlngport,  Tipton,  Winchester,  and  Furt 

Benjamin  Harrison,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal,  157. 
LitcbBeld,  Minn.,  from  Weed  and  Westwood,  Calif.,  and  Etamatli  Falts,  OreK. 

Lumber,  109- 
Little  Rock.  Ark.,  from  Chicago,  III,    Animal  tankage,  149. 
Little  Rock.  Ark.,  to  Allssfesippi  and  Ohio  river  cities,  and  points  north  and 

east  thereof,  and  wedtem  trunk  line  territory.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal, 

640  <646). 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
Locan,  Ind.,  from  Clinton  and  Brazil  districts,  Ind.    Mlne-mn  bituminous  coali 

33& 
LAcans,  Calif.,  to  Tacoma,  Wash.    Dried  fruit,  679. 
Lockland.  Ohio,  to  Andrews,  Ky.    Scrap  iron.  279. 
Logausport,  La.,  to  Ranger,  Tex.    Lumber,  297. 
Lone  Rock,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke.  480. 
Long  island  to  and  from  New  Torfc,  New  Eaven  &  Hartford  R.  B.  points. 

Class  rates,  347. 
Loa  Angeles.  Oatlf.,  from  Orange,  Mass.    Tapioca,  267. 
Los  Angeles.  Calif-,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.    Fetroienm  products,  8. 
Louisiana  from  Beaumont,  Ter.    Iron  and  steel  articles,  644. 
Louisiana  to  Canada,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl* 

vanla,  and  West  Virginia,  via  Memphis,  Tenn.,  or  Louisville,  Ky.    Lumber; 

transit  arrangements,  94. 
Lonlslana  to  Carolina  territory,  via  Memphis,  Tenn.    Grain  and  products.  19. 
Lonlsiana  to  central  territory  and  other  defined  territories.    Hardwood  lum- 
ber and  forest  products,  68. 
Lonlsiana  to  Chicago,  111.,  St.  Louis,  Mo„  and  other  points.    Salt,  81. 
Louisiana    from    Intemntionai    Falls,    Minn.,    Fort    Frances  and    Sanlt    St& 

Harle,  Ont.,  and  Fox  Hiver  group.  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  671. 
Louisiana  to  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Jackson  and  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  rec<m- 

slgned  to  various  points.    Lumber,  637. 
Louisiana   to  Mississippi  and  Ohio  river  cities,  and  points  north  and  east 

thereof,  and  western  trunk  line  territory.    Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake, 

meal,  and  oil,  640. 
Louisiana  to  and  from  Natchez  and  Tlcksburg.  Miss.    Class  and  commodity 

rates,  386. 
Lonlavllte,  Ky.    Lumber  and  forest  products;  mllliug-ln-transit,  67. 
Louiavllle.  Ky.    Lumber;  transit  arrangements.  94. 
Loulsviilc,    Ky.,   to   Kentucky,   Mississippi,   Alabama,    Georgia,   and   Florida. 

Gasoline,  refined  olts,  lubricating  oils,  and  petroleum  products,  87. 
Louisville,  Ky.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  640. 
Lovelace,  Ga.,  to  Norfolk,  Ya.,  held  at  Portsmouth,  Ya.    Lumber,  241. 
MacGregor,  Wyo.,  to  Ute,  Iowa.    Coal,  145. 
McGebee,  Ark.,  from  St  Lonis  and  Kansas  City,  Ma,  and  Cairo  and  Thebes, 

HL    Orals  and  products,  476. 
McOIll,  Nev.,  from  CasUe  Gate  district,  Dtali,  and  Rock  Sprlnss,  Wyo.    Goal, 

216  (219). 

66Laa 


^cibyGoOl^lc 


820  TABLE  OF  LOCAUTIES. 

McKeespoTt,  Pa„  to  Taft,  Calif.    Wrongbt-lron  pipe,  4T2. 

McKenzle.  Tenn.,  to  Cinctnuati,  Oblo.    Sweet  potatoes,  175. 

McLean,  111.,  to  Memphis,  Teno.    Com  and  oats,  265. 

McNeil,  Idaho,  to  and  from  various  points.    Potatoes,  live  stock,  hay,  smln,  and 

other  farm  products.  330. 
Madison,  Wis.,  from  Mirncle,  Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  fruit-jar  tops,  aud  Jelly  ^aases, 

523. 
Madison,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Mahanoy,  Pa.,  to  Rumford,  Me.    Anthracite  coal,  159  (160). 
Maine  Central  H.  R.  points  from  Boston,  Gloucester,  Worcester.  Fltcbborg,  and 

Clinton,  Maes.    Iron  and  steel  articles,  100. 
Manlstlque,  Mich.,  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.    Paper  and  paper 

articles,  571. 
Mankato,  Minn.,  from  Muncle,  Ind.    Fmlt  jars,  fruit-Jar  tops,  and  Jelly  glasses^ 

523. 
Marion,  Ind.,  from  Linton  group,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal,  157. 
Marquette,  Mich.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Cobe,  480. 
Marseilles,  III.,  to  Oklahoma  City,   Okla.    Building  and  roofing  paper,  571 

(585). 
Marshall,  Minn.,  from  Weed  and  Westwood,  Calif.,  and  Klamath  Falls,  Greg. 

Lnmber,  109. 
Marshall  town,  Iowa,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke.  480. 
Marshfield,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Maryland  from  Cortland,  N.  Y.    Self-rising  compound  floor,  309. 
Maryland  mines  to  Woodbury,  N.  J.    Coal,  490. 
Mason  City,  Iowa,  to  and  from  Mississippi  Blver  crossings,  on  traffic  orlginadng 

at  or  destined  to  official  territory.    Proportional  Class  rates,  619. 
Mason  City,  Iowa,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.     Coke,  480. 

Mason  City,  Iowa,  from  variaus  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
Massachusetts  from  Cortland,  N.  Y.    Self-rising  compound  flour,  300. 
Massachusetts  from  E^st  Braintree,  Mass.    Fuel  oil,  petroleum,  and  petroleuia 

products,  535. 
Mellette,  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup,  Mont.    Coal,  249  (252). 
Melrose,  Oakland,   Calif.,   from  Ashland,   Ohio,  and  Jollet,   111.    Automobile 

Jacks,  677. 
Memphis,  Tenn.    Lumber ;  transit  arrangements,  94. 
Memphis,  Tenn.    Lumber  and  forest  products;  mllUng-lu -transit,  S7. 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  from  Aahland,  Lexington,  Clemoor,  McLean,  Rutland,  Stan- 
ford, and  Wenona,  III.    Com  and  oats,  266. 
Memphis,  Tenn.,   to  Carolina  territory,  originating  in  Arkansas,   Oklahoma, 

Texas,  and  Louisiana.    Grain  and  products,  IS. 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  from  Fox  River  group,  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  671. 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  640. 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
Mena,  Ark.,  from  St  Louts  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Tbebea,  CL 

Grain  and  products,  4T5. 
Menomonle,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Mereaus,  La.,  to  Birmingham  and  Alabama  City,  Ala.    Gasoline,  5(30. 
Meridian,  Miss.    Lumber;  demurrage  and  reconslgnment  charges  S37. 
Meridian,  Miss.,  to  and  from  Alabama.    Class  and  commodity  rates,  179. 
Merrilhin,  Wis.,  from  SL  Paul,  Sllnn.    Coke,  48a 
Mexico  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  stored  and  subsequently  reshlpped  to  centnl 

and  trunk  line  territories.    Sisal,  683. 
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Uldilgamiiie,  Mich.,  from  St.  Paul.  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Ulcblstui  from  Arkansas  and  Louisiana.    Lumber ;  transit  arranEements,  H. 

Michigan  from  Pox  Rlvor  croup,  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  671. 

Ulchigan  from  St  Paal,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Uldilgan  to  Townley.  N.  J.    Ear,  549. 

Michigan  to  Tarlous  destinations.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  671. 

Midway,  FlB.,  to  Oklahoma  GUI',  Okla.    Pullet's  earth,  G62. 

Hlldied,  Kans.,   to   Kansaa,  Nebraaba,  South    Dakota,  Missouri,   Iowa,  and 

Wyominc    Cement,  4B5. 
Miles  City,  Mont.,  to  San  Francisco,  Calll    Agate  bowlders  or  p^blea,  674. 
Milwaukee,  Wt&,  from  Burkburaett  and  Ranger  groups  In  Texas,  and  from 

Shreveport,  La.    Petroleum  oud  products,  426. 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  from  Muncie,  Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  frnlt-]ar  tops,  and  Jelly  glasses, 

523. 
Mlnford,  Ohio,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio.    Fertilizer,  610. 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  Aberdeen,  S.  Dab.    Coal-tar  pitch  and  coal  tar,  G05. 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  from  Independence,  Kans.,  reconsl£ned  at  Sheffield,  Iowa. 

Kerosene,  318. 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  from  Indiana.    Class  and  commodity  rates,  512. 
Minnesota  from  Fox  River  group,  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571. 
Minnesota  from  Muncie,  Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  fruit-Jar  tops,  and  Jelly  glasses,  523. 
UlnneMotft  from  Roundup  and  Geneva,  Mont.    Coal,  248, 
Minnesota  to  vorloDs  destinations.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  671. 
Mississippi   to   central    territory   and    other  defined    territories.     Hardwood 

lumber  and  forest  products.  63. 
Mississippi  to  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Jackson  and  Chattanooga,  Tonn..  recon- 

algned  to  various  points.    Lumber.  637. 
Mississippi  from  Wood  River  and  East  St.  Louis,  lU..  LouisvUle,  Ky.,  Baton 

Rouge,  La.,  Savannah,  Ga.,  and  Jacksonville  and  Port  Tampa,  Fla.    Gasoline, 

refined  oils,  lubricating  oils,  and  petroleum  products,  87. 
UlseisHlppl  River,  points  east  of,  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahmna, 

and  Texas.    Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  meal,  and  oil,  640. 
Mississippi  Blver  cities  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and 

Texas.    Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  meal,  and  oil,  640. 
Mississippi  River  crossings  from  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas,  and 

from  Shreveport,  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
UlsslSBlppl  River  crossings  to  Carolina  and  Atlanta  territories.     Grain  and 

products,  19. 
UlsslaBlppl  River  crossings  to  and  from  Mason  City,  Iowa,  on  traffic  origltiating 

at  or  destined  to  official  territory.    Proportional  class  rates,  619. 
Mississippi  Valley  from  Fox  River  group.  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571. 
Mississippi  Valley  to  various  destinations.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571. 
Missouri  from  Bobler,  Kans.    Flour  aod  grain  products,  613. 
lllasonri  from  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas,  and  from  Shreveport. 

La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
Hlasonri  to  central  territory  and  other  defined  territories.    Hardwood  lumber 

and  forest  products,  68. 
Missouri  from  Citizens  mines  A  and  B,  Springfield  district.  III.    Bituminous 

coal,  271. 
Missouri  to  Copperhlll,  Tenn.    Su^huric  acid  sedlmoit,  238. 
Missouri  from  Intematltmal  Falls,  Minn.,  Fort  Frances  and  Bault  Ste.  Marie, 

Ont,  and  Fox  River  group.  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571. 
Missouri  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.    Coal,  457. 
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Missouri  from  Kansas  gsa  btit  end  Dewey,  OkU.    Cement,  4t5. 

Missouri  to  Mlsalaafppi  and  Oblo  rfver  dtles,  and  points  nortb  and  east  thoect 

and  western  trunk-line  territory.    Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  meal,  and 

oil,  940. 
Missouri  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  and  Wichita,  Kans.     Paper 

and  paper  articles,  S71. 
Missouri  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  430. 

MlBsourl  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Ogden,  and  Frovo,  Utah.    Petroleum  products,  S. 
Missouri  Rirer  cities  from  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texaa,  and  from 

Sbreveport,  I*.    Petroleum  and  products,  42B. 
MitcbeU,  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundnp  and  Omera.  Mont.    Coal,  249  (254). 
Mltcbell,  S.  Dak.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (SS7). 
Uoberly.  Mo.,  from  varions  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  STl  (587). 
Mobile,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Alabama.    Class  and  commodity  rates,  179. 
Mobile,  Ala.,  from  Apalacblcola,  Pla.    Oyster  sbells,  763. 
Mobile,  Ala.,  from  Hamilton,  OMo,  for  export.    Printing  paper,  247. 
Mollne,  III.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Montana  to  San  Francisco,  Calif.    Agate  bowlders  or  pebblea,  674. 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Alabama.    Class  and  commodity  ratee,  179. 
Honticdlo,  Ark.,  from  SL  Louis  a&d  Kansas  City,  Uc  and  Cairo  and  Tbebes, 

III.    Grain  and  products,  475. 
Morrllton,  Ark.,  from  Hargrove  Swltrfi  and  Cardwell,  Mo.    Cypress  piling,  42. 
Morris  Hun,  Pa.,  to  South  Brewer,  Me.    Bituminous  coal,  156  (160). 
Moultrie,  Ga.    Live  stock;  loading  and  unloading,  44. 
Mount  Silica,  Ind.,  from  Clinton  and  Brazil  districts,  Ind.    Mlne-mn  bltnminoot 

coal,  S38. 
Munde,  Ind.,  from  Linton  KTOnp,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal,  16T. 
Mnnde.  Ind.,  to  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota.    Fruit  Jars,  frult-}ar  tops,  and  Jdly 

glasses,  523. 
Munisln)!,  Mich.,  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.    Paper  and  paper 

arUcles,  571. 
Murphy,  Idaho,  to  and  from  vailoDs  points.    Potatoes,  live  stock,  hay,  grain, 

and  other  farm  products,  330. 
Murray,  Ky.,  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.    Unmanufactured  tobacco,  314. 
Muskogee,  Okla.,  to  Mlsaissippi  and  Ohio  river  cities,  and  points  north  and 

east  thereof,  and  western  trunk-line  territory.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal. 

640  (646). 
Muskogee,  Okla.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
Nasbville,  Ark.,  from  St  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  nwbei, 

III.    Groin  and  products.  476. 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  from  Tennessee  and  Kentucky  mines.    Coal,  529. 
Natchez,  Miss.,  to  and  from  Loalsiana.    Class  and  commodity  rates,  S86. 
Nebraska  to  Chicago,  111.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  Philadelphia,  Fa.,  and  New  Toric, 

N.  Y.    Rabbits,  131. 
Nebraska  from  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Kansas,  and  Arkansas.    Coal,  14S. 
Nebraska  from  International  Palls,  Minn.,  Fort  Frances  and  Sanlt  Ste.  Uarl^ 

Out.,  and  Foi  River  group.  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles.  571. 
Nebraska  from  Kansas  gas  belt  and  Dewey,  Okla.    Cement,  495. 
Nebraska  from  St.  Paul.  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Nesquehoning,  Pa.,  to  South  Brewer,  Me.    Anthracite  coal,  15B  (160). 
Nevada  from  Castle  Gate  district.  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wya    Coal,  216. 
Newutk,  N.  J.    Lumber;  milUng-In-transtt,  54. 
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Nttwart,  N.  J.,  from  Texaa  coramon  potnta.    Cottonseed  oil,  640. 

N«w  Cutle,  Ind.,  trom  UDton  group,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal,  157. 

New  Bntfand.    DhUdoae,  196. 

New  BncUnd.    Oraln;  reconslgnment,  142. 

New  Bn^And  to  and  from  Bay  Ridge,  Bath  Junction,  Parkrllle,  Vanderreer 

Park,  and  East  N«w  York,  N.  T.    Class  rates,  847. 
New  England  from  Chicago,  111.    Fulled  wool,  400. 
New  Kntfand  from  East  Bralutrce,  Masa.    Fuel  oU,  petroleum  and  petroleum 

producta,  CSO. 
New  England  territory  from  La  Crosse,  Wis.    Claxs  rates,  371. 
New  HaTai,  Conn.    Livestock ;  loading  and  nnloadinfc,  44. 
New  Jersey  to  Copperhill,  Tenn.    Salphurlc-add  aedfmeiit,  238. 
New  Jersey  from  Cortland,  N.  Y.    Self-rising  compound  floar,  309. 
New  Jersey  termloals  to  Duane  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.    Fruits  and  vegetables, 

ISO. 
New  Mezlca  to  and  from  PadAc  coast  points.    Restricted  application  of  gronp 

J  rates,  96. 
New  Orleans,  La.    Cotton  and  cotton  llnters ;  space  rental  charges  for  domestic, 

export,  and  coastwise  eblpments,  121. 
New  Orleans,  La.,  from  Fox  River  group,  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571. 
New  Orleans.  La.,  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  stored  and  subsequently  reshipped  to 

central  and  trunk-line  terrltoriee.    Slsal,  683. 
New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Jackson,  Miss.    Green  coffee,  389. 

New  Orleans,  La.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  071  (687). 
Newport,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Uo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebes, 

111.    Qrain  and  products,  475. 
Newport  News,  Va.,  from  Alabama,  Florida,  and  Georgia.    Wooden  paving- 
block  material,  56B. 
New  Richmond,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul.  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

New  York  from  ArhaoBas  and  Louisiana.    Lumber;  transit  arrangements,  M. 
New  York  to  Copperhill.  Tenn.    Sulphuric-acid  Betllment.  288. 
New  York  from  Cortland,  N.  Y.     Self-raising  compound  flour,  S09. 
New  York  to  Townley,  N.  J.    Hay,  540. 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  from  Alma,  Nebr.,  and  Norton.  Rexlord.  St.  Francis,  Ofaeriln, 

and  Concordia,  Kans.    Rabbits,  ISl. 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  from  Chicago,  lU.    Pulled  wool,  409. 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  from  Columbus,  Ohio.    Frozen  fresh  meat,  66. 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  from  Lo  Crosse,  Wis.    Class  rates,  871. 
New  York,  N.  Y..  from  San  Francisco,  Calif.    Kapok,  668. 
New  York,  N.  T.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  oil,  cake,  and  meal, 

040. 
New  York,  N.  T.,  from  Vandergrift,  Pa.,  for  export,  reconslgned  at  Baltimore, 

Ud.    Tack  plate,  661. 
New  York  (Duane  St.),  N.  Y.,  from  New  Jersey  terraloals.    Fruits  and  vege- 
tables, 136. 
New  York  (Pier  28),  N.  Y..  from  Greenwich,  N.  J.    Canned  tomatoes,  305. 
Nlcetown,  Pa.,  to  Tacoma,  Wash.    Steel  stmftlng.  633. 
Norfolk,  Nebr.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
Norfolk,  Va..  from  Alabama,  Florida,  and  Georgia.    Wooden  paving-block  ma- 

terUl,  669. 
Norfolk,  Va..  from  Lovelace,  Oa.,  held  at  Portsmouth,  Va.    Lumber,  241. 
Norman,  Calif.,  to  South  San  Francisco,  Calff.    Paddy  rice,  166. 
Noma.  111.,  to  Peoria,  III.    Bituminous  cool,  624. 
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North  Baton  Bohkc^  Ia^  to  BlrmlsKbam  and  Alabama  Cltj,  Ala.     OasoUne^ 

509. 
North  Baton  Rouee,  La.,  to  Catboo  Hill  and  Gain,  Ala.    Gasoline  and  reflned 

oil,  274. 
Nortb  Blrmlngtiam,  Ala.    Swltdilng,  2D6. 
Nortb  Carolina  to  central  tarritor;  and  otlier  defined  teiritorles.    Hardwood 

lumber  and  forest  products,  6S. 
North  Carolina  to  Copperhlll,  Tenn.    Snlpburlc  add  sediment,  288. 
Nortb  Dakota  from  Fox  River  group,  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  STl. 
North  Dakota  from  Iowa  and  South  Dakota.    Com  and  oata,  120. 
North  Dakota  from  Roundnp  and  Geneva,  Mont.    Coal,  249. 
North  Dakota  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
North  Portland,  Oreg.    Livestock ;  loading  and  imloading,  44. 
Norton,   Kaos,,  to  New  York.  N.  Y.,  Etetrolt,  Mich.,  Fhlladelpbia,   Pa.,  and 

Chicago,  111.    Rabbits,  131. 
Oakes,  N.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  Geneva,  Mont.    Coal,  249  (254). 
Oakland,  Calif.,  to  and  from  California.    Grain  and  products,  S93. 
Oakland,  Calif.,  from  transcontinental  groups  A,  D,  B,  and  J.    Plio  brick,  106. 
Oakland   (Melrose),  Calif.,  from  Ashland.  Ohio,  and  Jtdlet,  IlL    AutomcAll* 

Jacks,  677. 
Oakley,  Ohio,  to  Andrews.  Ky .     Scrap  Iron.  279. 
Oberlln,  Kans..  to  New  York,  N.  Y.    Rabbits.  131. 
Official  classification  territory.    Old  printer's  rollers  and  printer's  roller  coraaj 

rating.  657. 
Official  territory  from  Cortland,  N.  Y.     Sell-rlslng  compound  hour,  308. 
Official  territory  to  and  from  Mason  City,  Iowa.    Class  rates,  619. 
Ogden,   Utah,  from  California.  Colorado,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,   and 

Wyoming.    Petroleum  products,  8. 
Ohio  from  Arkansas  and  Louisiana.    Lumber;  transit  arrangetnents,  94. 
Ohio  to  central  territory  and  other  defined  territories.    Hardwood  lumber  and 

forest  products,  68. 
Ohio  to  Copperhill.  lenn.    Sulphuric  add  sediment,  238. 
Ohio  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.    Cancellation  of  Joint  rates.  449. 
Ohio  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  and  WichiU,  Kans.    Paper  and 

paper  articles,  571. 
Ohio  to  Townley,  N.  J.    Hay,  649. 
Ohio  River,  points  north  of,  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Lonltiana.  Oklahoma, 

and  Texas.    Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  meal,  and  oil,  640. 
Olilo  River  cities  from  Missouri,  Arkansas.  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  meal,  and  oil.  640. 
Ohio  River  crossings  to  Carolina  and  Atlanta  territories.    Grain  and  products, 

19. 
Ohio  River  crossings  from  Hlllsboro,  111.    Acid.  383. 
Ohio  Blver  crossings  from  Missouri,  Arkansas.  Texas,  Louisiana,  Hlaatssippl, 

Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Vir^nla,  West 

Virginia,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Indiana,  and  Ohio.     Hardwood  lumber  and 

forest  products,  68. 
Oklahoma  te  Brawley  and  Gallpatria,  Calif.    Gasoline,  472. 
Oklahoma  to  Buhler,  Kans..  milled  and  the  products  shipped  to  Missouri  and 

states  east  thereof.    Wheat.  613. 
Oklahoma  from  Burkburnett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas,  and  from  ShroTC- 

port,  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
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Oklahoma  to  Carolina  twritoiy,  via  UempblB,  Tenn.    Grain  and  prodncU,  1ft. 
Oklaboma  from  International  Falls,  Minn.,  Fort  Frances,  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 

Out,  and  Fox  RUer  gro&p.  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571. 
Oklahoma  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kaaa    Goal,  457. 
Oklahoma  to  Mississippi  and  Ohio  river  cttlea,  and  points  north  and  east 

thereof,  and  western  trunk  line  territory.    Cottonseed  and  T^etable  cake, 

meal,  and  oil,  640. 
Oklahoma  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Ogden,  and  Provo,  ntah.    Petroleam  prodncta,  8. 
Oklahoma  to  and  from  Shamrock,  Okla.    Petroleum  products  and  other  com- 
modities, lis. 
Oklahoma  to  Sioux  FaUa,  S.  Dak.    Window  glass,  7S7. 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  Carolina  territory,  via  Memphis,  T^in.    Qtaln  and 

products,  19. 
Oklahoma   City,   Okla.,  from   Midway,  Qnincy,  and   Ellenton,   Fla.    Fuller's 

earth,  002. 
Oklahoma  Clljr,  Okla.,  to  Mississippi  and  Ohio  river  cities,  and  points  north 

BDd  east  thereof,  and  western  trunk  line  territory.    Cottonseed  cake  and 

meal,  640  <646). 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  from  St.  Jos^b,   Mo.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans. 

Hogs,  282. 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  from  various  polata.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  (PH. 
Okmulgee,  Okla.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571. 
Ola,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.    Coal, 

216  (219). 
Olean,  N.  T.,  from  Hood  mine.  South  RlvesvlUe,  W.  Va.    Bituminous  coal,  203. 
Omaha,  Nebr.,   from  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas,   and   from 

Sbreveport,  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
Omatia,  Nebr.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Omaha,  Nebr.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  9T1  (587). 
Orange,  Mass.,  to  Los  Angles  and  Ban  Francisco,  Oaltf.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  and 

Seattle.  Wash.    Tapioca,  267. 
Orange  Bend,  Fla,,  from  Tavares,  da.    Returned  empty  field  boxes,  807. 
Orange  Bend,  Fla.,  to  Tavares,  Fla.,  for  packing  and  reshipment    Gitma  fruits, 

307. 
Oregon  from  Alexandria,  La.    Hardwood  lumber,  595. 
Osceola,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  end  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebes,  HL 

Grain  and  products,  476. 
Oshkosh,  Wis.,  from  St  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Oskaloosa,  Iowa,  from  Jemlsoa.  Pa.    Coke,  129. 
Osyka,  Hiss.,  from  Louisiana.    Salt,  81. 
Owen,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Padflc  coast  points  to  and  from  Colorado  and  New  Mexico.    Restricted  appli- 
cation of  group  J  rates,  fl6. 
Pacific  coast  ports  to  Atlantic  seaboard  territory.    Pickled  sheep  skins,  41S. 
Pacific  coast  terminals  from  Chicago,  lU.    O-Cedar  polish,  mops,  and   mop 

bandies,  2S6. 
Pacific  coast  terminals  from  Orange,  Mass.    Tapioca,  207. 
Packerton,  Pa.,  to  RumfOrd  and  South  Brewer,  Me.    Anthracite  coal,  15B  (160). 
Paola,  Fla.,  to  Tavares,  fla.,  for  packing  and  reshipment.    Citrus  fruit,  807. 
Paola,  Fla.,  from  Tavares,  Fla.    Returned  empty  field  boxes,  SOI. 
Paris,  Tenn.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio.    Sweet  potatoes.  175. 
Psrkersburg,  W.  Vs.,  from  WllmlngtMi,  Del.    Feldspar,  681. 
Park  Falls,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  ttpi 

66 1.  CO.  .^  , 

i:q,t7,:-rb;L.OO<^IC 


826  TABLE  OF  LOCAUTIES. 

ParblD,  Ark.,  from  St.  LoiUb  and  Kansu  City,  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebea,  HL 

Qraln  and  products,  475. 
ParkvtUe,  N.  Y.,  to  and  from  New  York,  New  Haven  &  Hartford  H.  R.  points. 

Clasa  rates,  347. 
PasBBlc,  N.  J.,  from  Boston  and  Bast  Boston,  Mass.    Wool  In  the  erease,  6S6. 
Pawnee,  111.,  to  Peoria,  IlL    Bituminous  coal,  624. 
FennsylTanla    from    Arkansas    and    Louisiana.    Lumber;    transit     airanse- 

ments,  94. 
Peunsflvanla  to  Ckippethlll.  Tenn.    Sulphuric  add  sediment,  238. 
PennaylTanla  from  Cortland,  N.  Y.    Self-rising  compound  flour,  309. 
Pennsrlyanla  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  there  sacked  and  forwarded  to  western  tmok 

line,  trans-Missouri,  and  southwestern  lines  terrltoriea.    Smithing  coal,  147. 
Pennsylvania  mines  to  Kumford  and  South  Brewer,  He.    Bituminous  and  an- 
thracite coal,  169. 
Pennsylvania  mines  to  Woodbury,  N.  J.     Coal,  490. 
Peoria,  111.,  from  Sprlnindeld  district,  and  Peotla  countj  and  Bulton  conntj 

groups.  111.     Bituminous  coal,  624. 
Peoria,  111.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (DS7). 
Peoria  county  group,  III.,  to  Peoria,  111.    Bituminous  coal,  624. 
Petereburg,  Vs.,  from  Detroit,  Mich.    Salt,  441. 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  (Port  Richmond  to  rraokford).    Imported  nitrate  of  soda, 

SSI. 
Pblladelpbia,  Pa.,  from  Chicago,  lU.    Pulled  wool,  409. 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  from  Norton.  Kana    Babbits,  ISl. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  MIX 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  from  Vandergrlft,  Pa.,  for  export,  reconalgned  at  Baltimore 

Md.    Tack  plate,  661. 
Pier  28,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  from  Greeowkh,  N.  J.    Canned  tomatoes,  805, 
Pierre,  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  Geneva,  Mont.    Coal,  249  (254). 
Pierre,  S.  Dak.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (567). 
Pig  Point,  Va.,  from  Alabama,  Florida,  and  Georgia.     Wooden  paving-block 

material,  569. 
Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  to  Mlsalsaippl  and  Ohio  river  cities,  and  points  north  and  east 

thereof,  and  western  trunk  line  territory.     Cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  040 

(646). 
Ploche,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Bock  SprioKB,  Wyo.    Coai, 

216  (21S). 
Pipestone,  Mian.,  from  Weed  and  Westwood,  Calif.,  and  Klamath  Falls,  Or«c. 

Lumber,  109. 
Pittsburg,  Calif.,  from  transcontisental  groups,  A,  D,  B,  and  J,    Fire  brick,  lOB. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  from  First  Ford,  Va.    Manganese  ore,  421. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

(Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  meal,  and  oil,  640. 
Pittsburgh  district,  Pa.,  to  Rent.  Wash.    Tla  plate ;  demurrage,  553. 
Portage,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Port  C^lborne,  Out.,  to  Constable  Hook  and  Chrome,  N.  J.    Blister  copper,  627. 
Port  Henry,  N.  Y.,  to  various  destination.    Iron  ore;  water-and-nil,  311. 
Port  Huron,  Mich.,  to  Oklahoma  Ci^,  Okla.     Building  and   roofing  paper, 

571  (685). 
Portland,  Oreg.,  from  Camden,  N.  J^  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  and  Gary,  Ind.     Stetf 

shaftings,  633. 
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Portland,  Oreg.,  to  and  ttoat  Colorado  sod  New  Merlco.    Restricted  appllcabU 

of  gionp  J  rates,  90. 
Portland,  Ores.,  from  Orange,  Mass.    Tapioca,  267. 
Port  Rlchuoiul,  P&lladelplila,  Fa.,  to  Frankford,  Phlladelpbla,  Pa.     Imported 

nltmte  of  Boda,  881. 
Portamontb,  Va.    Lumber;  demurrage,  241. 
Portsmouth,  Va.,  from  Alabama,  Florida,  and  Qeorgla.    Wooden  paTliig.block 

material,  068. 
Port  Tampa,  Pis.,  to  Kentucky,  Mlsslselppl,  Alabama.  Oeorgla,  and  Florida. 

OaaoUae,  re&ned  oUa,  Inbricatlng  oils,  and  petroleum  products,  87. 
Pottatowa,  IU„  to  Peoria.  111.    Bttumlnoue  coal,  824. 
Pottstown,  Pa.,  to  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  for  exptfft.    Pig  Iron,  261. 
Pouiftkeepele,  N.  T.    GonstructlTe  mileage.  230. 
Prentice,  Wla.,  from  St.  Panl,  Ulna.    Coke,  480. 
Prescott,  Ark.,  from  St.  Loula  and  Kansas  Cltr,  Uo.,  and  Cairo  and  Tlidwa, 

lU.    Grain  aud  products,  475. 
PreetOD,  La.,  to  Eastland,  Tex.    Lantber,  297. 
Providence,  R.  I.,  from  Coleman,  Fla.    Cabbage,  800, 
ProTidcnce.  R.  I.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  oil,  640. 
Provo,   Utah,  from   California,  Colorado,   Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and 

Wyoming.    Petroleum  products,  8. 
Quay,  Okla.,  from  Shamrock,  Okla.    Iron  pipe,  118. 
Quince.  Fla.,  to  Oklahoma  City,  OUa.    Fuller's  earth,  062. 
Racine,  Wis.,  from  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  In  Texas  and  from  Shreve- 

port,  La.    Petroleum  and  products;  426, 
Ramsay,  Mont.,  from  Tacoma.  Wash.    Nitrate  of  soda,  001. 
Ranger,  Tex.,  to  Duncan,  Tulsa,  and  Walters,  Okla.    Xellow-plne  lumber,  327. 
Ranger,  Tex^  from  Logaosport,  L«.    Lumber,  297. 
Ranger,  Tex.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Missouri  River  cities,  MlaslsalppI 

River  crossings,  Chicago,  111.,  and  western  trunk  line  territory.    Petroleum 

and  products,  426. 
Ranger  group,  Tex.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Mlssonn  Blver  citle% 

HississtppI  River  crossings,  Chicago,  IlL,  and  western  trunk  line  territory, 

Petrolenm  and  products,  426. 
Red  Bank,  Ohio,  to  Andrews,  Ky.    Scrap  Iron,  278. 
Redfleld.  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  Geneva,  Mont.    Goal,  249  (2S4>, 
Red  Oak,  Iowa,  from  Douglas,  W.  Va.    Smithing  Coal,  129. 
Belee,  Va.,  from  Texaa  common  points.    Cottonseed  oil.  640. 
Reno,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  District,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.    Goal, 

216  (219). 
Rqmbllc,  Ga.,  to  Chicago  Heights,  IlL    Bauxite  ore,  443. 
Rexford.  Kans..  to  New  Tork,  N.  X.,  and  Chicago,  IlL    Rabbits,  131. 
Reynoldaville,  Pa.,  to  Romford,  Me.    Bituminous  coal,  169  (160). 
Rhlnelander.  Wis.,  from  Muncie,  Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  (nilt-Jar  top«  and  Jdly 

iJassecOZa 
Rhinlander,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Rhode  Island  from  East  Braintree,  Mass.    Fuel  oU,  petroteom.  and  petrolenm 

products,  635. 
Bice  Lake,  Wla,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn,    Coke,  480. 
Bichmond,  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup,  Mont.    Coal.  249  (252). 
Rlclunond,  Va.,  from  Detroit.  Mich.    Salt,  441. 

Richmond.  Vs.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  640; 
RIpon.  Wia.,  from  St  Paul.  Minn.    Coke,  480, 
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Boacb,  N«T.,  tnm  Castle  Gate  district,  Dtfth,  aod  Roc^  Sprlnca,  Wyo.    Goal, 

2ie  (227). 
Roanoke.  Ta.,  from  Detroit,  Midi.    Salt.  441. 
RockUnd   Me.,   from  Boston,   Gloucesttir,   Worcester,   Fltchburg,   and  CUotoo, 

Mass.    Iron  and  steet  articles,  100. 
Bock  Blver,  Wyo.,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  UtaJit.    Petroleum  products,  8. 
Rock  Springs,  Wyo.,  to  Nevada.    Coal,  216. 
Rogers,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo„  and  Cairo  and  Thebes,  m. 

Qrain  and  products,  475. 
Rosebud,  MoDt^  to  San  Francisco,  Calif.    Agate  iMiwldera  or  pebbles,  674. 
Roundup,  Mont.,  to  Noitli  Dakota,  Soutk  Dakota,  and  Minnesota.    Coal,  249. 
Rumford,  Me.,  from  Penneylvanla  mines  and  Falnnont,  W.  Ta.    Bttnmlnoiu 

and  antttraclte  coal.  159. 
Rntk,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.    Coal, 

216  (219). 
Rutland,  lU.,  to  Memphis,  Tenn.    Com  and  oats,  26S. 
St.  Francis,  Kana.,  to  New  York,  N.  T.    Rabbits,  181. 
SL   Joeepb,  Mo.,  from   Denver,  Colo.     Green   nlted   sfaeep  pelts,   and   sreen 

salted  Ude%  33. 
at  Josepb.  Mo.,  to  Oklahoma  City.  Obla.    Hogs,  2S2. 
St  Lonls,  Mo.    LlTe  stock;  loading  and  unloading,  44. 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Arkansas.    Grain  and  products,  475. 
St   Louis,   Mo.,   from   Burkbarnett   and   Ranger   groups   In   Texas  and   from 

Shrereport,  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  428. 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Fort  Wortb,  Tex.    Anto-body  woodwork,  fll7. 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  from  Louisiana.    Salt,  81. 
St  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  and  WlctalU,  Kans. 

Paper  and  paper  articles,  671. 
St  Louis,  Me.,  to  St  Pan)  and  Duluth,  Minn.    Creosote  and  gaa-tar  oils,  1. 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Sprlngfldd,  lU.    Steel  rails,  151. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  640. 
St  Loula,  Mo.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571   (587). 
St.  Louts,  Mo.,  from  West  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania,  leaded  and  forwarded  to 

western  trunk  line,  trans-Missouri,  and  soutbwestero  lines  territwles.   Smitb- 

ing  coal,  147. 
St  Paul,  Minn.,  from   Burkbarnett  and  Ranger  gronpa  In  Texas   and   from 

Sbreveport,  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426. 
St  Paul,  Mlna.,  from  Chicago,  lU.,  and  St  Loula,  Mo.    CreoMte  and  gas-tmr 

oUs,l. 
St  Paul,  Minn.,  from  Indiana.    Class  and  commodity  rates,  512. 
St  Paul,  Mine  to  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  IlllDOls,  Iowa,  MLnourl,  North  Dakota, 

South  Dakota,  Kansas,  and  Nebraaka.    Coke,  480. 
St  Paul,  Minn.,  from  Munde,  Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  frnlt-Jar  tops,  and  Jelly  glasses, 

52S. 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  S71  (587). 
Salem,  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  G^eva,  Mmt.    Coal,  249  (254). 
Sallna,  Kans.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  artldes,  {HI   (587). 
Salt  lAke  City,  Utah,  from  Callfbrnla,  Colorado,  Kansaa,  Missouri,  Oklahoma, 

any  Wyoming.    Petroleum  products,  8. 
Salt  Mine,  La.,  to  Caucago,  ni.,  8t  Loula,  Mo.,  and  other  points.    Salt  SL 
Ban  Fraodsco,  Calif.,  to  Atlantic  seaboard  territory.    Pickled  sheep  skins.  415. 
San  Fraodsco,  OtUL,  to  Chicago,  lU.,  New  Tork,  N.  T.,  and  Bost^o.  Vaaa. 
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San  FraiKlBCo,  Cnlit,  from  Montana.    Agate  bowlden  or  prtAles,  ST4. 

San  FranclBCO,  Calif.,  from  Orange,  Man.    Tapioca,  207. 

Saa  FraDclaco,  Calif.,  from  Pottatown,  Pa.,  tor  export.    Pig  irai,  201. 

San  Francisco,  Callf^  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.    Petroleam  producta,  S. 

San  Frsndsco,   Calif.,  from  tranacontlnental   gronpa  A,  D,   E,  and  J.    Fir* 

brick,  169. 
Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  to  and  from  Paclflc  coast  polnta.    Restricted  appllcatidn 

of  gronp  J  ratea,  96. 
Saok  Center,  Minn.,  from  Weed  and  Weatwood,  Calif.,  and  Klamatb  Falls,  Oreg . 

Lomber,  109. 
Saolt  Bte.  Marie,  Mlcb.,  from  St.  Panl,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
SaiUt  Ste.  Marie,  Ont.,  to  Nebratica,  Kansas,  Mtasotirl,  Oklahoma.  Texas,  Arkan- 

saa,  and  Lonislana,  and  Colorado  common  points.    Paper  and  paper  artldea, 

B71. 
Savannah,  Oa.,  to  Aleoaadrla,  Va.    Cottonseed  cake,  660. 
SaTannah,   Qa.,    to   Eentnckr,   MisaiBelppl,   Alabama,    Georgia,   and    Florida. 

Gasoline,  refined  oils,  lubricating  oils,  and  petroienm  products,  87. 
Schenectady,  N.  Y.,  from  Texas  common  points.  Cottonseed  oU,  010. 
Seaboard,  Ala.,   to   and  from   Mobile,  Ala.,   and   Meridian,   Miss.    Oais  and 

commodity  rates,  17B  <193). 
Seattle,  Wash.,  from  Orange,  Hasa.    Tapioca,  26T. 

Seattle.  Wash.,  from  Tore  Hante,  Ind.,  for  export.    Bar  iron  and  steel,  269. 
Selma,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Alabama.    Class  and  commodity  rates,  179. 
Selnu,  Calif.,  to  Tacoma,  Wash.    Dried  fruit,  670. 
Shamokln,   Pa.,   to   Bnmfotd   and   Sooth   Brewer,   Me.    Anthracite  coal,   1B9 

(160). 
Sbamrock,  Okla.,  to  and  from  Oktahoma.    Petroienm  products  and  other  com- 

modltlee,  118. 
Sharpsburg,  Pa.,  from  First  Ford,  Va.    Manganese  ore,  421. 
Shawano,  Wis.,  from  St  Panl,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Sheffield,  Ala.     Switching,  2DS. 
Sheffield,  Iowa,  from  Independence,  Kans.,  r«con>lgned  to  Mlnneapcdla,  HInn. 

Kerosene,  313. 
Shelby.  AU.    Switching,  266. 
Sheridan,  Wyo.,  from  Jamison,  Pa.    Coke,  129. 
Sherman,  111.,  to  Peoria,  111.    BltamlnooB  coal,  624. 
Shrereport,  I.a.,  to  Okl&homa.  Kansas,  Mlsaourt,  Missouri  Hirer  dtiea,  MlasiS' 

sippl  River  crossings,  Chicago,  m.,  and  western  trunk  line  territory.    Pe- 
troleum and  products,  426. 
Slioam  Springs,  Ark.,  from  St  Louis  and  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  and  Cairo  and 

Thebes,  Hi.    Grain  prodncts,  47S. 
Sims  Chapel,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Mobile,  Ala-,  and  Meridian,  MIsa.    Class  and 

commodity  rates,  179  (103). 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  from  Burkbumett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas  and  &om 

ShrcTeport,  La.    Petrolesm  and  products,  426. 
Sioox  City,  Iowa,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  4S0. 

Slonx  City,  Iowa,  from  varions  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571  (587). 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  from  Kansas  and  Oklahoma.    Window  glass,  757, 
Sioux  Falls.  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup  and  Genera,  Mont  Coal,  249  (264). 
Sioux  Falls,  8.  Dak.,  from  St  Paul,  Hlnn.    Coke,  48a 
Sioox  Falls.  8.   Dak.,  from   Tarions  points.    Paper   and   paper   articles,  671 

(587). 
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Slonx  TallBy  JonctioD,  8.   Dak.,   fiom   Roundup  and  Oeneva,  Moat.    Goal, 

249  (264). 
Slick.  Okla.,  from  Burkbarotttt,  Tex.    Lumber,  BOB, 
Somerrllle,  Maw.    Live  stock ;  loading  and  unloading,  44. 
Sorrrato,  ria..  to  Tavares,  Fla.,  for  packing  end  reatalpment    Gitrns  frvit, 

307. 
Sorrento,  Fla.,  from  Tavares,  Fla.    Returned  empt;  field  boxes,  807. 
South  Bend,  Ind.,  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.    Ctasa  and  coiBmodity 

rates,  612. 
South  Brewer,  Me.,  from  Pennsylvania  mines  and  Fairmont,  W.  Va.     Bltuml- 

noua  and  anthracite  coal,  ISO. 
Sontb  Carolina  to  central  teirltor;  and  otber  d^lned  territories.    Hardwood 

lumber  ajid  forest  products,  68. 
South  Carolina  to  Copperhlll.  Tenn.     Sulphurlc-acld  sedlm^t,  2S8. 
South  Dakota  from  Fox  Rlrer  group,  Wla,    Paper  and  paper  articles.  671. 
South  Dakota  from  Kansas  gas  belt  and  Dewey,  Okla,    Cement,  496. 
South  Dakota  to  North  Dakota.    Com  and  oata,  120. 
South  Dakota  from  Roundup  and  Geneva,  Mont.    Coal,  249. 
South  Dakota  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
South  San  Francisco,  Calif.    Live  stock ;  loading  and  unloading,  44. 
South  Saa  Francisco,  Calif.,  from  Oitrona  and  Norman,  Calif.    Paddy  rlce^  16S. 
Southwestern  territory  from  Pennsylvania  and  West  Tlrgloia,  sacked  and  for- 
warded at  St.  Louis,  Mo.    Smithing  coal,  147. 
Spooner,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Wis.    Coke,  480. 
Springfleld,  III.,  to  Peoria,  III.    Bituminous  coal,  624. 
SprlDglleld,  III.,  from  St.  Loula,  Mo.    Steel  rails,  161. 
Springfield  district.  111.,  to  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  and  Missouri.    Bltunloou 

coal,  271. 
Springfield  district,  111.,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo. -Kane.    Coat,  467. 
Springfield  district,  III.,  to  Peoria,  lU.    Bltnmlnous  coal,  624. 
Springfield,  Teun.,  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.    Unmanufactured  tobacco,  814. 
Springport,  Ind.,  from  Linton  group,  Ind.    BUumlnonB  coal,  167. 
Stanford,  III.,  to  Memphis,  Tenn.    Com  and  oats,  266. 
Stanley,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Stevens  Point.  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Still,  Oreg.,  from  Tacoma,  Wash.    Wooden  pipe.  165. 
atlne,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Qate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.    Goal. 

216  (226). 
Stockton,  Kans.,  to  Chicago,  III.    Babbits,  181. 
Sturgeon  Falls,  Ont.,  to  Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.    Paper  and  pver 

articles,  571. 
Sunnyslde,  Utah,  to  Boise,  Idaho.    Run-of-mine  coal,  607. 
Syracuse,  N.  T.,  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and  Tesaa. 

Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  meal,  and  oil,  640. 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  from  Fresno,  Locane,  Fowler,  Selma,  and  Dlnuba,  CoUf.    Dried 

fruit,  679. 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  from  Nicetown  and  THnevllIe,  Pa.    Steel  shafting,  688. 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  to  Ramsay,  Mont.    Nitrate  of  soda,  SOL 
Tacoma,  Wasb.,  to  Webak  and  StiJ!,  Oreg.    Wooden  iHpe,  166. 
Taft,  Calif.,  from  McKeesport,  Pa.    Wrongbt-lron  pipe,  472. 
Tallnlah,  La.,  from  Beaver  Falls,  Pa.    Cork  waste,  ground  cork,  and  naila,  706. 
Tavares,  Fla.,  from   Altoona,  Orange  Bend,   Sorrento,  and   Paola,  Fla.,  for 

packing  and  reshlpment    Citrus  fmit,  307. 
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Tavares,  Fla.,  to  Altoona,  Orange  Bend,  Sorrento,  and  Paola,  Fla.    Returned 

empt7  field  boxes,  807. 
Taylor  spur,  Nev.,  from  Ctestle  Gate  district,  Dtab,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo. 

Coal,  216  (223). 
Tecoma,  Nov^  from  CaaUe  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Roch  Bprliws,  Wyo.    Goal, 

216  <219). 
Tennessee  to  Gape  Girardeau,  Mo.    Unmanufactured  tobacco,  814. 
Tennessee  to  central  territory  and  other  defined  territories.    Hardwood  lum- 
ber and  forest  products,  68. 
Tennessee  to  Cc^peiiilli,  Tenn.    Snlpburlc-acld  sediment,  23S. 
Tennessee  from  Gorintb,  Miss.    Class  rates,  320. 
Tennessee  from  Detroit,  Mlcb.    Salt,  441. 
Tennessee  mines  to  Nasbrllle,  Tenn.    Coal,  529. 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to  Adama,  Nebr.,  and  Fontanelle  and  Cobnrg,  Iowa.    Ooke, 

601. 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  from  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  and  Oklahoma.    Cottonseed  oil, 

cake,  and  meal,  640. 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  from  Canton,  Ohio.    Roasted  linc  ore,  263. 
Terre  Hsute,  Ind.,  to  Seattle,  Wash.,  (or  export.    Bar  iron  and  steel.  268. 
Texas  to  Branley  and  Callpatrla,  Calif.    Gasoline,  472. 
Texas  to  Carolina  territory,  via  Memphis,  Tenn.    Grain  and  products,  IS. 
Texas  to  central  territory  and  otber  defined  territories.    Hardwood  lumber 

and  forest  products,  68. 
Texas  from  International  Falls,  Minn.,  Fort  Frances  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  OiU., 

and  Fox  River  Broup,  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  S71. 
Texas  to  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Jackson  and  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  recooslgned  to 

various  points.    Lumber,  63T. 
Texaa  to  Mississippi  and  Ohio  river  cities,  and  points  north  and  east  thereof, 

and   western   trunk  line   territory.    Cottoueeed   and   vegetable  cake,  meal, 

and  oil,  640. 
Texas  common  points  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  S71  (B87). 
Texas  dllTerential  territory.    Wheat  and  floor,  4. 
Thebes,  111.,  to  Arkansaa    Grain  and  products,  47C. 
Thebes,  111.,  from  Kentucky  mines,  destined  to  Festus  and  Crystal  City,  Ho. 

Coal,  22& 
Thomas,  AU.    Switching,  2&5. 

Timber,  Oreg.,  to  Cochise,  Ariz.,  reconalgned  to  Globe,  Ariz.    Lomber,  119. 
Tipton,  Ind.,  from  Linton  group,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal,  157. 
TltusvlUe,  Pa.,  to  Tacoma,  Wash.    Sted  shafting,  633. 
Toledo,  Ohio.    Standard  time,  666. 

Toledo,  Ohio,  from  Texas  common  points.    Cottonseed  cake  and  meal.  640. 
Tonopah,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.    Coal, 

216  (219). 
Topeke,  Ksns.,  from  various  polnta    Paper  and  paper  artlcle«,  571  (587). 
Topton,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Meridian,  Miss.    Class  and  com- 
modity rates,  179  (193). 
Townley,  N.  J.    Hay ;  demurrage,  549. 
Transcontinental  groups  to  San  Francisco,  Oakland,  ElmerjrTiUe,  Plttstnirgh, 

and  Andercon.  GaUf.    Fire  brick,  169. 
Trans- Missouri  territory  from  Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia,  sacked  and 

forwarded  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.     Smithing  coal,  147. 
Trinidad,  Colo.,  to  and  from  Pad&c  coast  points.    Restricted  appUcatlcm  ot 

group  J  rates,  96l  ^ 
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TrnAee  granp,  (Mil.  and  Ner.,  to  intentatB  dutlnatloni.    Lumber  and  fon«t 

prodacts,  G6. 
Trunk  line  territory  from  Chicago,  III.    Pulled  wool,  400. 
Tronk  line  territory  from  La  Crosee.  WIb.    Class  rates,  371. 
Trank  line  territory  from  Mexico,  stored  and  nsbipped  at  IndlaiupoUs,  Ind. 

Sisal,  683. 
Tnle,  Nev.,  from  GaMle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Botk  Springs,  Wya    Coal. 

216  (226). 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  from  Ranger,  Tex.    Tellow-pine  lumber,  S2T. 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  and  from  Shainrotft,  Okla.    Petroleum  prodncts  and  other  com- 

modttles,  113. 
TnUa,  Okla.,  from  varlona  poiuta.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  S71  (SS7), 
Turley,  Okla.,  to  Independence,  Kans.    Absorption  gasoline,  611. 
TnrQe  Lake,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 
Tuacalooaa,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Alabama.    Clasa  and  commodity  rates,  179. 
Utah  mlnea  to  Nevada.    Coal,  218. 
tJte,  Iowa,  from  MacOregor,  Wyo.    Coal,  145. 

Vancouver,  B.  C,  to  Atlantic  seaboard  territory.    Filled  sheep  skins,  41S. 
Vandergrlft,  Fa.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  for  export,  but  rec^mslgned  to  New  York, 

N.  T.,  and  phlladelphU,  Pa.,  and  exported.    Tack  plate,  681. 
Tanderveer  Park,  N.  T.,  to  and  from  New  York,  New  Baven  ft  HartfM^  R.  R. 

points.    Class  rates,  347. 
Vermont  to  Townley,  N.  3.    Hay,  549. 

Vlcksburs.  Miss.,  to  and  from  Loutstano.    Class  and  commodity  rates,  386. 
VIncennes,  Ind.,  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Ulnn.    Class  and  commodltr 

rates,  512. 
Virden,  IIL,  to  Peoria,  III.    Bituminous  coal,  624. 
Virginia  to  central  territory  and  other  defined  territorlee.    Hardwood  lumber 

and  forest  prodncts  68. 
Virginia  to  Copperhlll,  Tenn.    Salphnrlc-add  sediment,  238. 
Virginia  from  Cortland,  N.  T.    Self-rlslDg  compound  flour,  809. 
Virginia  from  Detroit,  Mich.    Salt,  441. 

Virginia  cities  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Lonislana,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.     Cot- 
tonseed and  regetable  cake,  meal,  and  oil,  840. 
Virginta  cities  territory  from  Mlssonri,  Arkansas,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Mlsalselratl, 

Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida,  South  Carolna,  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  West 

Virginia,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Indiana,  and  Ohio.    Hardwood  lumbv  and 

foreet  products,  68. 
Virginia  City,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wya 

Coal.  218  (218). 
Wabni^,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rode  Springs,  Wyo.    Coil, 

216  <219). 
Wallace,  Idaho,  from  Burke,  Idaho.    Ores  and  concentrates,  140. 
Walsmburg,  Colo.,  to  and  from  Pacific  coast  points.    Restricted  application  ot 

group  J  rates,  99. 
Walters,  Okla.,  from  Ranger,  Tex.    Tellow-plne  lumber,  327. 
Ward,  Ala.,  to  and  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Meridian,  Hisa.    CIbbb  and  com 

modlty  rates.  179  (193). 
Warren,  Ark.,  from  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Ho.,  and  Cairo  and  Thebee,  HI 

Grain  and  products,  47fi. 
Washington  from  Alexandria,  La.    Hardwood  Inmber.  88B. 
Waterloo,  Iowa,  from  St  Paul,  HInn.    Coke,  460. 
Waterameet,  Mich.,  frmn  St  Paul,  Ulna.    Coke,  480i 
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Watertown,  8.  Dak.,  from  Roundnp,  UoaL    Coal,  249  (2Q3). 

Watertown,  S.  Dak.,  from  St  Paul,  Minn.    Coke,  480. 

Watertowu,  S.  Dak.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  671  (687). 

Wautau,  Wis.,  from  Hilleboro,  111.,  reconslgned  at  Mvoj,  Wis.    Lamp  coal,  4eB. 

Wausau,  Wis.,  from  Mauds,  lad.  Fruit  jara,  fralt-Jar  tops,  aad  Jelly  Kl^sses, 
B23. 

Wansao,  Wis.,  from  St  Paal,  Mian.    Coke,  480. 

Waverly,  Mlaa.,  from  Weed  and  Westwood,  Calit,  and  Klamath  Falls,  Orsg. 
Lumber,  108. 

Webak,  Oreg.,  from  Tacoma,  Wash.    Wooden  pipe,  IBS. 

Weed,  Calif.,  to  Alvord,  Iowa,  Jasper,  HarsliaU,  Waverly,  Litchfield,  Pipestone, 
and  Sauk  Center,  Mian.,  and  Garretson,  B.  Dak.    Lumber,  109. 

Weebawken,  N.  J.,  to  Daano  Street  New  Tork,  M.  Y.  Fmlts  aod  vegetables, 
135. 

Weeks  Island,  La.,  to  Chicago,  DL,  St  Loals,  Mo.,  and  other  points.    Salt,  81. 

Wellington,  Tex.,  to  Wichita,  Kaas.    Live  stock,  B91. 

Wenona,  IIL,  to  Memphis,  Tenn.    Corn  and  oats,  26S. 

West  Butler,  Ala.,  to  aad  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  aad  Merldlaa,  Miss.  Glass  aod 
commodltf  rates,  179  (198). 

West  Collingswood,  N.  J.,  from  Bmans,  Pa.    Slag,  508. 

Western  dasslflcatloa  territory.  Old  printer's  rollers  and  printer's  roller  cores; 
rating,  857. 

Western  Maryland  By.  points  to  eastern  destinations,  tU  Onmberlaad,  Ud. 
Coal,  103. 

Western  trunk  line  territory  from  Burkbumett  and  Banger  groups  In  Texas 
and  from  Shreveport  La.    Petroleum  and  products,  426, 

Westera  trnnk  line  territory  from  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas.    Cottonseed  and  vegetable  cake,  meal,  and  oil,  640. 

Westera  trunk  Has  territory  from  Mlssoori,  Arkansas,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Mis- 
siBSlppi.  Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida,  South  Carollaa,  North  Carolina,  Vir- 
ginia, West  Vtrglnla.  Tennessee,  Kmtncky,  Indiana,  and  Ohio.  Hardwood 
lumber  and  forest  products,  6S. 

Western  trunk  line  territory  from  Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia,  sacked  and 
forwarded  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.    Smithing  coal,  147. 

Weatmorelaad,  Tenn.,  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.    Unmanufactured  tobacco,  314. 

West  Virginia  froaf  Arkansas  and  Lonislana.  Lumber;  transit  arrange- 
ments, 94. 

West  Virginia  to  central  territory  and  other  defined  territories.  Hardwood 
lumber  and  forest  products,  68. 

West  Virginia  to  Copperhlll,  Tenn.    Sulphuric  add  sediment  23S. 

West  Virginia  to  St  Louis,  Mo.,  there  sacked  and  forwarded  to  western  trunk 
line,  trans-Missouri,  and  sonthwestem  lines  territories.    Smithing  coal.  147. 

Westwood,  Calif.,  to  Alvord,  Iowa,  Jasper,  Marshall,  Waveriy,  Litchfield,  Pipe- 
stone, and  Sank  Center,  Minn.,  and  Garretson,  S.  Dak.    Lumber,  109. 

Whlttaker,  Miss.,  from  Louisiana.    Salt,  81. 

Wichita,  Kans.,  from  Gould  and  HolUe,  Okla.,  and  Dodsonvllle  and  WelUngtmi. 
Tex.    Live  stock,  691. 

Wichita,  Kans.,  from  various  points.    Paper  and  paper  artldes  571. 

Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  to  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Missouri  River  dtlea, 
MisslBBlppl  Btver  crossings,  Chicago,  111.,  and  western  trunk  line  territory. 
Petroleum  and  products,  426. 

Wilder,  Idaho,  to  and  from  various  points.  Potatoes,  live  stock,  hay,  grain, 
and  other  farm  products,  330. 
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Williams,  Okla.,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.    Coal,  S88. 

Wlllmar,  Minn.,  from  Burkburnett  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas  and  from 

Shreveport,  La-    Petroleum  and  products,  426, 
Wilmington,  Calif.,  to  Salt  Lake  Cky,  Utah.    Petroleum  pcodnct^  8. 
Wilmington,  Del.,  to  Parkersburg,  W.  Va.    Feldspar,  681. 
Winchester,  Ind.,  from  Linton  group,  Ind.    Bituminous  coal,  167. 
WInnemucca,  Nev.,  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Rock  Springs,  Wyo. 

Coal,  216  (219). 
Winnipeg.  Manitoba,  from  Burkburnctt  and  Ranger  groups  in  Texas  and  from 

Shreveport,  Ija.    Petroleum  and  products,  42(1. 
Winona,  Minn.,  from  Munde,  Ind.    Fruit  ]ara,  fruit-Jar  tops,  and  Jelly  glassea, 

S23. 
Wisconsin  to  Copperhlll,  Tenn.    Sulphuric  acid  sedimeut,  238. 
Wisconsin  from  Fox  River  group.  Wis.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  571. 
Wisconsin  from  Muncie.  Ind.    Fruit  Jars,  fruit-Jar  tops,  and  jelly  glasses,  523. 
Wisconain  from  St.  Paul,  Sllno.    Coke,  480. 
Wisconsin  to  Townley,  N.  J.     Hay,  549. 

Wisconsin  to  various  destlaatlons.    Paper  and  paper  articles,  STl. 
Wolsey,  S.  Dak.,  from  Roundup,  Mont.    Coal,  249  (252). 
Woodbury,  N.  J.,  to  and  from  various  points.    Class  and  commodity  rates,  490l 
Woodmount.  Md.,  to  Cincinnati.  Ohio.    Peaches,  176. 
Wood  River,   III.,  to  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Oeorgia,  and  Florida. 

Gasoline,  reflned  oils,  lubricating  oils,  and  petroleum  products,  37. 
Worcester,  Mass.    Live  stock ;  loading  and  unloading,  44. 
Worcester,  Mass.,  to  Maine  Central  R.  R.  points.    Iron  and  steel  articles,  100, 
Wyoming  to  Iowa  and  Nebraska.    Coal,  14&. 
Wyoming  from  Kansas  gas  belt  and  Dewey,  Okla.    Cement,  495. 
Wyoming  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Ogden,  and  Provo,  Utah.    Petroleum  products,  ft 
Wyoming  mines  to  Nevada.     Coal,  216. 
rankton,  S.  Dnk.,  from  Roundup,  Mont.     Coal,  249  (262). 
Yerington,  Nev„  from  Castle  Gate  district,  Utah,  and  Hock  Springs,  Wyo.    Coal, 

216  (219). 
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[Nnmbert  In  parenthMM  Indicate  pasn  on  vblcb  sabjects  are  conBldcred.l 
ABSORPTION.    See  also  Switchino. 

Wbere  carrier  was  not  under  federal  control,  its  abeorptioD  proTleloDS 
on  intrastate  traffic  were  not  subject  to  tbe  Commission's  Jurisdiction 
during  tbe  federal  control  period.    Citizens  Coal  Mining  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  271  (273). 
ACTIONS. 

Fact  that  one  company  may  be  a  subsidiary  of  another  does  not  ipso  facto 
entitle  the  latter  to  bring  an  action  in  Its  own  name  for  damages  suffered 
by  tbe  former.    American  Agrlcultnral  Chemical  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  650  <651). 
ACTUAL  WEIGHT.    See  Weight. 
ADDITIONAL  CHARGE. 

Charges  In  addition  to  the  line-haul  charges  for  unloading  and  reloading 
en  route  ordinary  live  stock  destined  to  private  stockyards  adjacent 
to  packing  plants  of  complainants,  while  unloading  and  reloading  such 
shipments  destined  to  public  stockyards,  without  charge  In  addition  to 
line-haul  charges,  found  to  result  in  undue  prejudice  to  complainant  In 
favor  of  competitors  whose  plants  are  adjacent  to  public  stockyards. 
Omaha  Focklng  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  &  S.  r.  Ry.  Co.,  44. 

Collection  at  transit  point  of  switching  charges  of  a  belt  line  which  delivered 
shipments  to  complainant  for  storage,  and  to  outbound  carriers  for 
movement  to  final  destination,  and  which  were  in  addition  to  tbe  through 
rate  and  transit  diarges,  found  Illegal.  Shipments  moving  from  a 
point  of  origin  to  final  destination  under  transit  arrangements  are  re- 
garded as  moving  under  a  single  continuous  contract  of  carriage.  Repa- 
ration awarded.  Capital  Warehouse  Go.  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent, 
683. 
ADJACENT  FOREIGN  COUNTRY.     See  also  Cabada. 

The  Commission's  territorial  Jurisdiction  carries  up  to  tbe  international 
boundary  line,  at  which  that  of  Congress  Itself  halts,  and  as  to  foreign 
commerce  Is  thus  coextensive  with  that  of  the  federal  government.  No 
act  of  Congress  has  force  of  law  beyond  that  boundary  line,  but  up  to  It, 
as  everywhere  else  within  the  United  States  the  Interstate  commerce  act 
has  fall  effect.  Just  as  tbe  federal  control  act  had  effect  when  these  ship- 
ments moved.  Intemadonal  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 
627  (620). 
ADJUSTMENT  OP  RATES.    Bee  also  Relationssip  of  Rates. 

Carriers  established  the  4.5  cent  Increase  In  lieu  of  25  per  cent  on  petroleum 
and  products  nnder  general  ^rder  No.  28  of  the  Director  General,  within 
western  territory,  and  from  that  territory  to  the  southeast  Failure  to 
establish  a  Itlte  adjustment  to  soutbeaatem  destinations  from  Wood  River 
and  East  St.  Louis.  III.,  and  between  points  within  tbe  southeast  until 
tariffs  could  be  published  establishing  rates  reflecting  the  4.5  cent  in- 
crease for  both  federal  and  nonfederal  roads,  found  not  to  have  resulted 
in  unreasonable  rates  on  shipments  moving  during  interim.  Standard 
Oil  Go.  V.  Director  G«ieral,  as  Agent,  37. 
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ADJUSTMENT  OF  RATES— Con anoed. 

iDcreaBes  applied  under  Iwreaied  Rale*,  19M,  -58  I.  C.  C^  220,  on  lumber 
and  forest  prodacts  from  various  states  sontli  of  the  Ohio  River  to 
c.  f.  a.  and  other  defined  territories,  disturbed  the  relationship  formerly 
existing  between  northern  and  southern  prodocing  points  to  common 
martietfi,  and  attributed  to  a  general  depression  in  the  lumber  Industry. 
Rates  so  Increased  found  uiireaeonable  for  the  future  and  reasooabla 
basis  bearing  a  closer  relationship  to  that  which  existed  prior  to  th« 
increases  preecrlt>ed.  Southern  Hardwood  Traffic  Asso.  v.  I.  C.  R.  B. 
Co..  68. 

Bates  on  coal  prescribed  In  original  report,  62  I.  C.  C,  686,  for  the  removal 
of  undue  prejudice  could  not  be  established  witliout  violating  the  \oaf 
and-short-haul  rule  of  tie  fourth  section.  Upon  further  hearing  original 
findings  modified  to  extent  of  permitting  the  establishment  and  main- 
tenance of  a  specific  rate  satisfactory  to  compiainRut  and  wblch  would 
Bvcdd  such  departure.  West  Kentucky  Coal  Bureau  v.  I.  C.  B.  R. 
Co.,  228. 

Bates  on  green  coffee  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  JacVBon,  Miss.,  found  not 
unreasonable  prior  to  January  28,  1920,  on  which  date  such  rates  were 
revised  to  remove  a  disparity  and  restore  a  relatlonstiip  which  was  dis- 
rupted by  the  increases  of  the  Director  Oeneral  under  general  oriet 
No.  28.  Such  rates  were  not,  distance  considered,  above  the  general  level 
of  rates  to  points  in  MIsatsBippl.  Bates  on  and  after  January  28  fonitd 
unreasonable.  Reasonable  rates  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded. 
MacOowan  CofCee  Co.  v.  I.  O.  B.  B.  Co.,  389. 

Bate  structure  on  petroleum  end  its  products  from  tbe  Burkbnrnett  and 
Banger  groups  In  Texas  and  from  Shreveport,  La.,  to  Kansas  City  and 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  found  unreasonable  and  reasonable  maximum  rates  pre- 
scribed.   Western  Petroleum  Reflnera  Asso.  v.  Director  Oeneral,  426. 

Bates  on  cement  from  points  In  the  Kansas  gas  belt  and  from  Dewey, 
Okla.,  to  points  In  Nebraslta,  Soutb  Dakota,  Wyoming,  Iowa,  and  Uis- 
Boorl  found  unreasonable.  Carriers  failed  to  comply  witb  tlie  ori^nal 
order  in  the  Ctment  Investigation,  48  I.  C.  C,  201,  and  as  a  result  of  the 
supplemental  proceedloK  in  G2  1.  C.  C,  225  they  were  revised,  such  re- 
vision Involving  a  reduction  in  the  rates.  Reparation  awarded.  Jola 
Cement  Mills  Traffic  Asso.  c.  Director  Oeneral,  as  Agent,  495. 

Bates  on  gasoline,  In  tank-car  loads,  as  originally  increased  25  per  cent 
under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  Oeneral,  found  not  unreaaoo- 
able  as  compared  with  lower  rate  subsequently  established  when  socta 
rates  were  readjusted  by  the  substitution  of  a  flat  4.5  cent  Increase  io 
Uen  of  2S  per  cent.    WofFord  Oil  Co.  v.  Director  Oeneral,  as  Agent.  509. 

Glaaa  and  commodity  rates  from  points  In  Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  Min- 
neapolis, Minn.,  found  unreasonable  end  unduly  prejudicial  to  extent 
that  they  exceed  the  rates  in  effect  from  Illinois  imints  and  west-btok 
Mississippi  River  points  in  Iowa  and  Missouri  for  approximately  eqoai 
distances.  Public  Service  Commission  of  Indiana  v.  A^  T.  A  S.  P.  By. 
Co.,  512. 

estca 
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ADJUSTMENT  OP  BATES— ConOnned. 

Rates  on  bltDmiDonB  coal  bom  mines  Id  tbe  SprlngHeld  dUtrtct,  and  In 
the  Peoria  and  Falton  county  groups,  in  IlltnoU,  to  Peoria,  III.,  dur* 
ing  federal  control,  found  not  unreasonable  us  the;  compare  favor- 
ably with  Duioerous  rates  on  coal  for  comparable  dlatances  between 
points  In  the  same  territory.  Tbe  fact  that  mch  rates  were  not  estab- 
lished in  strict  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  general  order  No.  28 
of  the  Director  General  la  Insufflcimt  in  itself  to  support  a  finding  ot 
unreasonableness.  Central  Illinois  Light  Oo.  v.  Director  Qmeral,  as 
Agent,  628. 
Due  to  the  application  of  increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General,  the  dlHerentlal  relationship  of  rates  on  bituminous  coal 
from  group  mines  tn  Indiana  and  Illinois  to  Otalcago,  IlL,  disrupted. 
Subsequently  preeilstlng  relationship  restored,  field;  Failure  to  obseira 
the  terms  of  that  order,  filed  with  the  Commission  by  tbe  President 
through  his  duly  appointed  agent,  does  not  prove  that  the  rates  estab- 
lished thereunder  were  unreasonable.  Carney  v.  Director  General,  aa 
Agent,  671. 
ADMINISTRATIVE!  RULINOS.     See  Confebzncx  Ruukos;  Rclu  of  Pbix> 

■no ;  Tasift  CatcvLui  18-A. 
ADVANCE  IN  RATES.    See  aUa  Dooblk  IttcZBASx, 
In  General: 

Tbe  Commlselon  has  required  the  cancellation  of  suspended  schedules 
because  of  threatened  violations  of  the  long-and-ehort-haul  provision 
of  the  fourth  section  of  the  act.  Salt  from  Loulsisna  Mines  to  Chi- 
cago, 61  <91). 
A  charge,  reasonable  in  its  Inception  many  years  ago,  may  become  un- 
reasonably low  fn  consequence  of  the  constmctlon  of  more  adequate 
facilities,  a  change  in  the  character  of  the  service  rendered,  the  In- 
creased level  of  operating  costs  generally,  or  one  or  more  of  these 
factors.  But  the  existence  of  such  general  conditions  alone  affords 
no  proper  basis  npou  which  to  test  the  reasonableness  ot  a  specific 
material  Increase  in  charges.  Space  Rental  Charges  oo  Cotton,  121 
(12B). 
The  group  plan  of  Increasing  rates  followed  In  Increated  Rate*.  19tO, 
58  I.  C.  C,  220,  necessarily  results  in  inequAllty  of  return  to  tbe 
various  carriers.  Certain  of  them  gain  a  larger  reward  than  the; 
would  receive  if  it  were  practicable  to  fix  rates  for  Individual  com- 
panies, while  others  have  less.  Yet  all  are  psrta  of  the  national 
transportation  system  and  must  be  adequately  maintained  If  they 
are  not  to  be  abandoned,  and  due  regard  for  the  public  interest  de- 
mands tbat  tbe  Commission  give  these  lortultour  inequalities  con* 
sidemtion  in  the  fixing  of  divisions.  New  England  Divisions,  190 
(199). 
It  is  Inevitable  thst  when  freight  rates  are  increased  the  carrier  that 
brings  Its  fuel  and  other  supplies  from  a  distance  will  softer  dls> 
proportionately.  Id.  (200). 
W  t.  0.  C. 
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ADVANCE  IN  HATES— Continued. 
In  General — Continued. 

Prior  to  tbe  Increases  the  line  haul  rates  did  not  cover  the  n 
of  cars  by   defaidants   between    intercUange   tracks   and    q>ottIng 
points  within  plants.     Contention  that  thla  was  under  an   aKre»- 
ment  that  complainants  ehould  make  these  movements  at  their  own 
expense  because  of  tbe  low  basis  of  rates  accorded  thciu,  and  tbat 
the  successive  increases  made  under  general  order  No.  28  nnd  In- 
orcated  Ratet.  1920,  58  I.  C.  C,  220,  have  made  the  rates  so  higli 
that  defendants  should  therefore  render  the  service,    Held:  Tbla 
position  Is  untenable.    Gulf  States  Steel  Go.  v.  Director  Oeneral,  as 
Agent.  255  (257). 
Whether  the  resulting  rate  was  uareasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful 
Is  the  controlling  fact  to  be  determined  In  passing  upon  Increases 
promulgated  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  Genersl, 
and  not  whether  a  rate  was  increased  In  strict  compliance  with  tha 
terms  or  the  Intention  of  that  order.    Citizens  Coal  Mining  Co.  t>. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  271  (272). 
Proposed  cancellation   of  jolut  rates  from   Indianapolis,   Ind.,    over 
tbe  Terre  Haute,  Indianapolis  &  Eastern  Traction  Co.  and  the  Day- 
ton &  Western  Traction  Co.  to  points  on  the  Indiana,  Colombus  A 
Eastern  Traction  Co.  east  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  connecting  lines; 
and  proposed  cancellation  of  Joint  rates  from  points  on  the  Interstata 
Public  Service  Co.  and  connecting  lines  to  points  on  the  Indiana, 
Columbus  &  Eastern  Traction  Co.  and  points  beyond;  which  will 
result  in  the  application  of  higher  combinations,  found  not  justlfled. 
Rate  Cancellation  from  Indiana  to  Ohio,  449. 
In  cases  arising  out  of  federal  control  neither  the  percentage   nor 
tbe  amount  by  which  a  rate  was  increased  under  general  order 
No.  28  or  other  freight  rate  authorities  of  the  Director  General, 
constitutes  proof  of  unreasonableness.    Any  general  increase  neces- 
sarily disturbs  preexisting  rates,  either  by  varying  amounts.  If  It  be 
a  percentage  increase,  or  by  varying  percentages.  If  it  be  a  flat  in- 
crease.   WofCord  on  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  509  (510). 
Acid;  Findings  In  original  report,  60  I.  C.  C  683.  that  Increases  in  rates 
on  add  from  Hillsboro,  111.,  to  certain  Ohio  Btver  crossings  were  justi- 
fied, modified  on  further  hearing.    Increased  rates  found  to  be  no  longer 
Justified  as  rates  from  Hillsboro  are  no  longer  on  tbe  basis  generally 
In  effect  In  tbls  part  of  c.  I.  a.  territory  and  tlie  rates  from  CopperhiU, 
Tenn.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,   have  the  effect  of  eliminating  Hillsboro 
from  that  market    Acid  from  Hillsboro  to  Ohio  River  Points,  S83, 
Class  and  commodity  rates:  Between  Meridian,  Miss.,  Mobile.  Selmn,  Mont- 
gomery, Birmingham,  Demopolia,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  on  tbe  one  hand, 
and  certain  points  In  Alabama  within  200  miles  of  Meridian,  on  the 
other,  proposed  in  compliance  with  the  Commission's  order  In  Meridian 
Traffic  Bureau,  60  I.  O.  C,  5,  for  removal  of  undue  prejudice  found  to 
exist  against  Meridian,  found  Justified  in  some  Instances  and  not  la 
othera    Reasonable  maximum  distance  scales  prescribed.    Meridian  Bate 
Case,  179. 
Class  rates:  Proposed  cancellation  of  joint  class  rates  between  New  ToriE, 
New  Haven  t  Hartford  stations  and  Boy  Ridge,  Bath  Jonctlon,  Park- 
ville,  Tanderveer  Park,  and  East  New  York,  N.  T.,  leaving  In  effect 
higher  combination  rates,  found  not  Justified.    Rata  Cancellations,  New 
Haven  Stations  and  Long  Island,  S47. 


.Cot^kia 


IlfDEZ  DIQ£SI.  839 

ADVANCE  IN  RATES-Continued. 

Cool:  Proposed  echedulefl  by  wblcli  the  application  of  tbroQgh  rates  on 
coal  from  mines  on  tbe  Western  Maryland  In  connection  with  the  E,  & 
O.,  to  eastern  destinations  would  be  restricted  to  the  route  via  Cumber- 
Iftnd,  Md.,  filed  against  the  express  wishes  of  tbe  originating  carrier 
and  which  would  operate  to  deprive  It  of  its  long  haul,  found  not 
Jastlfled.    Rontlng  on  Coal  from  Western  Maryland  Ry.  Mines,  103. 

Coal,  bituminous:  Increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  Director  Gen- 
eral on,  from  Linton  group  In  southwestern  Indiana  to  destinations 
northeast  of  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  during  federal  control,  resulted  In 
widening  tbe  differential  to  such  points  over  Indianapolis  which  existed 
prior  to  such  Increases.  Subsequently  rates  reduced  but  former  difler- 
aitlal  not  restored.  Held:  Neither  Director  General's  departure  from 
terms  of  his  general  orders  nor  the  subsequent  reduction  of  rates  is 
necessarily  proof  that  rates  were  unreasonable.  Union  Traction  Co.  of 
Indlaua  v.  Director  Geoeral,  as  Agent,  157. 

Cotton  seed  and  other  vegetable  cakes  and  meals:  Proposed  Increased 
rates  on,  from  the  soutbwest  to  certain  Mississippi  and  Ohio  River 
crossings  and  points  north  and  east  thereof,  found  not  justified.  Cot- 
tonseed Cake  from  Southwest,  040. 

GottoDseed  products :  Proposed  increased  rates  on,  from  the  southwest 
to  certain  points  in  western  territory,  found  justified.  Cottonseed  Cake 
from  Southwest,  640. 

Distance  rates:  Proposal  to  add  100  constructive  miles  for  crossing  tbe 
Hudson  River  by  bridge  at  Poogbljeepsie,  N.  Y.,  found  not  justified. 
Whether  resulting  rates  would  be  reasonable  or  unreasonable  or  what 
revenue  would  accrue  are  matters  of  speculation ;  competitive  and  other 
Gouditlons  would  have  to  be  considered  in  connection  with  each  rate;  and 
tbe  extent  to  which  such  constructive  mileage  would  be  used  is  impossible 
of  dctermloatioD  at  the  present  time.  Tbe  Commission  is  not  warranted 
In  giving  approval  to  a  proposal  so  vague,  indeOnlte,  and  uncertain  In  its 
effect.    Constructive  Mileage  over  Poughkeepsie  Bridge.  230. 

Fruits  and  vegetables:  Proposed  Increase  In  proportional  rates  on,  from 
New  Jersey  terminals  of  tbe  Erie  R.  R.  to  Dnane  street.  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  found  Justified  In  part ;  but  establishment  of  terminal  charges  In 
addition  to  line-haul  rates  on  such  traffic  delivered  to  Duane  street,  found 
not  JuBtifled.    Prults  and  Vegetables  to  Duaoe  St.,  N.  T.,  13fi. 

Glass,  window:  Pn^msed  Increased  rate  on,  from  Kansas  and  Oklahoma 
points  to  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  which  would  disturb  tbe  long  standing 
spread  between  tbe  rates  to  Sioux  Falls  and  practically  every  other  re- 
lated point,  found  not  JustlAed.  Window  Glass  from  Kansas  and  Olda- 
homa  to  Sioux  Falls,  757. 

Grain  and  products:  Proposed  Increased  rates  on,  c.  L  and  1.  c.  L,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Carolina  territory,  when  originating  in  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Louisiana,  which  will  equalize  tbe  rates  from  (he 
southwest  when  movlr?  through  Memphis  with  those  from  so-called 
equalization  territory  n-'ien  moving  through  gateways  north  of  Mem- 
phis, found  Justified.    Grain  and  Grain  Products  from  Memphis,  19. 

Import  rates:    It  is  not  to  be  assumed  that  an  Increase  of  2S  per  cent 
tmdtt  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  in  relatively  low 
imiwrt  rates  would  operate  to  make  them  reasonable  maximum  rates. 
Dutton  Co.  V.  Director  Qraerel,  as  Agent,  B63. 
66 1.  C.  C, 
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ADTAMCB  IN  RATES— Contluoed. 

Iron  end  steel  articles:  Propoeal  to  caned  tlie  1.  e.  1.  commodltr  ratM 
on,  from  BoBton,  Maas.,  and  other  poiDts  to  deatioatlons  on  the  Maine 
Central,  thereby  making  applicable  higher  claea  rates,  found  not  Jostlfled. 
Proposed  rates  would  result  In  Tlolatloos  of  the  fourth  section  of  the 
act  and  woutd  widen  the  disparity  in  rates  already  existing  between 
Boston  and  competing  points.  Iron  and  Steel  Articles  from  Boston,  100. 
Lumber : 

Ttiera  la  merit  in  the  contention  that  because  of  the  relative  long 
haul  of  hardwood  lumber  from  southern  points  to  consuming  points 
in  central  and  eastern  trunk  line  territories,  the  percentage  inere&M 
authorized  under  Increased  Bales,  1920.  CiB  I.  G.  C.,  220,  has  bad  a 
peculiarly  disturbing  effect  upon   the  lumber  bu^ness.     Soutbero 
Hardwood  Traffic  Asso.  v.  I.  C.  B.  B.  Ca,  68  (74). 
Id  view  of  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  la  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  ff.  J. 
V.   United  States,  decided  December  6,  1021,  order  of  Commiasiwi 
suspending  schedules  under  which  carriers  propose  to  withdraw  ex< 
Istlng  transit  arrangements  on  lumber  moving  via  Memphis,  Tens., 
or  Louisville,  Ky .,  from  points  on  the  Rock  Island  in  Arkansas  and 
LoulidaQa,  to  varloas  northern  points,  vacated.    Transit  Prlytlegec 
on  Lumber,  9i. 
Lumber  and  forest  products:  Proposal  to  withdraw  from  participation  In 
Joint  commodity  rates  on,  from  Elawley  and  Tmckee  group  points  in  Cali- 
fornia and  Nevada  to  interstate  destinations  because  of  unsattsftctmy 
divisions,  or  to  increase  such  Joint  rates  to  the  coast  groi^i  baris  which 
would  bring  about  violations  of  the  long-and-short-haul  provision  of 
section  4  of  the  act,  found  not  Justified.    Boutlng  Restrlcdous  (m  Lum- 
ber, 56. 
Oil,   cottonseed:  Proposed   Increased   rates    on,    from    the    southwest   to 
certain    Mississippi   and   Ohio    river   crossings   and  points   north    end 
east  thereof,  found  not  Justified.    Cottonseed  Cake  from  Sonthwest,  640. 
Oils,  creosote  and  gaa-tar :  Proposal  to  increase  the  rates  on,  from  Chicago, 
111.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  St  Paul  and  Duluth,  Minn.,  to  the  level  of 
the  southbound  rates  between  the  same  points,  found  Justified.    Creosote 
and  Gas-Tar  Oils  from  Chicago,  1. 
Paving-block  material,  wooden :  Proposed  cancellation  of  specUk  rates  on, 
from  points  In  Alabama,  Florida,  and  Georgia  to  Norfolk,  Va.,  and  other 
points,  and  to  substitute  therefor  the  prevailing  lumber  rates  which  are 
higher,  found  juBtlfied  as  there  Is  no  substantial  differrace  from  a  trans- 
portation standpoint  between  paving-block  material  and  other  lumber. 
Cancellation  of  Rates  on  Wooden  Paving-Block  Material,  56S. 
Salt :  Proposed  rate  on,  minimum  80,000  pounds,  from  mines  in  Loulidant 
to  Chicago,  111.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  intermediate  main  line  points  on  the 
Illinole  Central  and  Yazoo  &  Mississippi  Valley,  whlcb  would  result  la 
violations  of  the  long-and-sbort-baol  provision  of  the  fourth  section  of 
the  act  and  result  in  undue  prejodlce  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  found  nn< 
lawfuL    Salt  from  Louisiana  Mines  to  Chicago,  81. 
Space   rental   charges :  Proposed   increased    "  space   rental "   dtargca  on 
domestic  export,  and  coastwise  shipments  of  cotton  and  cotton  liDtera 
at  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  aubports,  found  not  Justified  as  the  general 
level  of  charges  on  all  commodities  handled  In  domestic,  export,  import, 
or  coastwise  traffic  is  not  only  lower  than  the  level  of  charges  proposed, 
but  is  lower  than  the  level  of  the  present  charges    Space  Rental  Chargea 
on  Cotton,  121. 
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ADVANTAOEa  AND  DISADVANTAGES.    Bee  aUo  Location, 

Oommerd&l  advantaces  and  dlsadTantssefl  arlsisg  from  varUtloiui  In  coata 
of  prodactlon  are  not  factors  that  can  liave  any  great  consideration  by 
the  Commission  In  reaching  conclusions  as  to  tbe  proprlet7  of  rate 
structures.    Standard  Oil  Co.  v.  Director  Geueral,  as  Agent,  87  (40). 
AFFIDAVIT. 

In  complying  with  Rule  T  of  the  Commission's  Bules  of  Practice,  com* 
plalnauts  authorized  to  aubmit  proof  In  the  form  of  affldavita  that 
freight  cbargea  were  paid  and  home  by  them.  Carriers  do  not  object  to 
this  form  of  proof.  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  142  (144). 
AGENT. 

Carrier's  agent  billed  shipments  to  wrong  destination  and  teamster,  era* 
ployed  by  complainant  to  load  cars  only,  accepted  and  signed  the  bills  of 
lading.  Helil:  As  authority  not  delegated  to  teamster  to  direct  the  move- 
ment of  tbe  cars  the  acceptance  and  signing  of  tbe  bills  of  lading  by 
him  did  not  bind  complainant  Shipments  found  mlsrouted  and  r^tara- 
tion  awarded.    Pheoniz  BeOntng  Co.  v.  A^T.k  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  808. 

Negligmce  can  not  be  Imputed  to  carrier's  agent  for  faUuro  to  divert  ship- 
ment before  arrival  at  originally  billed  destination  where  only  Informa- 
tion shown  In  reconsignment  order  was  car  number  and  initial  and  that 
car  was  fn  transit  to  shipper  at  original  destination.  Shipper  failed  to 
give  point  of  origin,  route  of  movement,  commodity,  or  any  otba  in- 
formation, and  made  no  request  to  protect  the  through  rate.  Held: 
Facts  snfflclent  to  Justify  age  lit  in  Itolding  tlie  order  until  arrival  of  the 
car  and  executing  the  instrnctlona  of  the  shipper  at  that  dme.  Reeves 
Coal  &  Dock  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  468. 

Complainant,  a  commission  company,  sought  rqtaratlon  as  agent  for  Indi- 
vidual shippers  named  in  the  complaint.  Whereabouts  of  some  com- 
plainants unknown,  one  is  deceased,  and  Ills  claim  Is  not  listed  aa  an  asset 
of  his  estate  and  his  administrator  declines  to  take  cognizance  of  it,  and 
the  remainder  have  filed  requests  for  dismissal.  Held:  Complainants' 
agencr  to  make  claim  for  reparatloo  not  sufBclently  established.  Hyre- 
Price  Live  Stock  Commission  Co.  v.  M.,  K.  ft  T.  Ry.  Co.,  691. 
AGQRBOATB  OF  INTERMEDIATES.  See  Thbouoh  and  Locai, 
AGREBMEfTTS.    Bee  alto  Cohtbacts. 

Tarift  rule,  deflning  railroad  premises  to  embrace  private  tracks  constructed, 
maintained,  or  (grated  under  a  written  agreement  by  wblch  carrier 
reserves  the  right  to  use  such  tracks  for  itself  or  others,  makes  tbe 
written  agreem«it  the  controlling  factor  rather  than  the  rl^t  to  use 
such  tracks.  Western  Petroleum  Refiners  Asso.  e.  A.  A  R.  R.  R.  Co.,  68 
(60). 

Proposed  rule  under  which  shipper  Is  reqnlred  to  execute  agreement  tor 
stoppage  of  goods  In  transitu,  and  where  shipper  is  unknown  or'  Irre- 
sponsible, the  agent  must  require  one  or  more  sureties  to  sign  with  him, 
found  not  justified.  Such  rule  indefinite  as  to  nnmber  of  sureties  required, 
reposes  too  much  arbitrary  power  In  agents  to  decide  who  Is  or  Is  not 
"  responsible,"  compllaoce  therewlOi  might  require  considerable  time  and 
result  lu  loss  of  right  to  stop  because  of  delivery  at  destination,  and, 
terms  of  agreement  are  Inconslntent  with  recognition  by  respondent  of 
any  duty  to  obey  the  order  to  stop.    Stcvpoce  of  Goods  in  Transit,  IIO. 
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AQRBEMENTS— Contlnn«d. 

Complainant  based  allegation  of  ttnlawfaloMS  upon  contention  that  de- 
fendant assured  It  that  rate  would  be  establlalied  to  point  where  com- 
plainant moved  Its  plant,  which  was  lower  than  the  rate  to  point  where 
sucb  plant  was  formerl;  located.  Hold:  Such  an  agreement  afTords  ko 
basis  for  condemning  the  rate  assailed.  Oeueral  Porcelain  Go.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  681. 

ALLOWANCES. 

Refusal  of  carrlMv  to  unload  ordinary  live  stock  from  their  cars  Into 
Bto<^  pens  adjacent  to  packing  plants  of  complainants,  or  to  make  an 
allowance  for  unloading  such  shipments,  while,  puraoant  to  Bcctlon  15, 
paragraph  (5)  of  the  act,  performing  the  service  of  loading  at  point  of 
origin  or  unloading  at  destination  such  live  stock  dipped  from  ur  to 
public  Btocliyarda,  without  charge  in  addition  to  llne-hanl  charges,  not 
shown  to  violate  the  act  Omaha  Packing  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  &  8.  F.  Ry.  Co., 
44. 
.  —  Failure  of  defendants  to  move  inbound  and  outbound  cars  between  inter- 
change tracks  and  points  wltlitn  complainant's  plants  under  the  Ihie-bnnl 
rates,  or  to  compensate  complainants  therefor,  found  not  to  result  in 
unreasonable,  dlscrimlnatoir,  or  unduly  prejudicial  charges.  Complain- 
ants would  not  acc<i)t  placement  within  their  plants  at  defendants'  cuii- 
ventence;  the  practice  has  been  to  deliver  and  receive  the  traffic  at  the 
Interchange  tracks ;  and  complaioaiits  are  accorded  the  same  treatment 
as  their  competitors  In  the  same  district  Qnlf  States  Steel  Co.  v.  IH- 
rector  General,  as  Agent,  2BS. 
Contention  that  the  right  of  a  shipper  to  receive  an  allowance  for  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  the  transportation  of  property  owned  by  him 
la  not  limited  by  section  15  ot  the  act  to  thoae  services  which  the  carrier 
can  perform,  or  can  be  required  to  perform,  under  Ita  contract  of  tnuia- 
portation.  Held:  In  the  absence  of  undue  prejudice  a  carrier  can  not 
be  required  to  compensate  a  sUpper  for  services  that  it  la  not  the  dnty 
of  the  carrier  to  perform,  or  for  services  which,  because  of  conditions  at 
thedilpper'splantlt  cannot  reasonably  be  required  to  perform.    Id.  (258). 

AMBIGUOUS  TARIFF. 

"  Space  rental "  charges  found.  In  fact,  to  be  cbargea  for  storase,  and 
ambiguities  in  tariffs  giving  color  to  a  distinction  between  charges  for 
"  storage  "  and  charges  for  "  q>ace  rental  "  ahould  be  eliminated.  Space 
Rental  Chaises  on  Cotton,  121  (128). 

AMENDMENT  OF  COMPLAINT. 

After  complaint  was  flled,  powers  of  attorney  were  executed  by  certain 
ctmaignora,  wbo  were  not  named  as  parties  in  the  complaint,  in  favor 
of  a  complainant  who  whs  bo  named,  field:  Introduction  of  audi 
powers  of  attorney  in  evidence  at  the  hearing  over  objectioo  of  defend- 
ants can  not  be  treated  as  eanfvalent  to  amendment  of  the  complaint, 
and  since  snch  consignors,  who  bore  the  freight  chargea,  have  filed  no 
complaint  within  the  statutory  period,  reparaUoti  aa  to  them  must  b* 
denied.    Tannera'  Coundl  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  416   (41B). 

ANALOGOUS  ARTICLES.    Seo  CouvAKATiva  lUna. 

ANT  QUANTITT  RATES.    Sm  Jjtaa-TKUx-CAMuaAaa. 
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ABBITRARIBS.    Bee  ai»o  DiFFUXNTtALS. 

Rates  OD  petroleum  prodacta  and  other  commodltleB.  c.  I.  and  1.  c.  1., 
between  Shamrock  and  certain  other  points  in  Oklahoma,  during  fed- 
eral control,  found  unreaaonable  to  extent  that  the  rates  on  traffic 
interchanged  between  the  Sapulpa  &  Oil  Field,  and  Frisco  raUroads 
exceeded  the  slngle-llne  distance  rates  applicable  In  Oklahoma,  and  on 
traffic  moving  over  those  lines  and  the  lines  of  other  carriers,  to  extent 
they  exceeded  the  single  Hue  rates  pins  two  line  arbltraries.  Reparatiou 
awarded.    Cosden  &  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  113. 

ASSIGNMENT. 

After  complaint  was  filed,  powers  of  attorney  were  executed  hj  certain 
cousignors,  who  were  not  named  as  parties  in  the  complaint.  In  favor 
of  a  complainant  who  was  so  named.  HeUi;  Introduction  of  sucb  powers 
of  attorney  in  evidence  at  the  hearing  over  objection  of  defendants 
can  not  be  treated  as  eQuivatent  to  ameudment  of  the  complaint,  and 
since  such  consignors,  who  bore  the  freight  charges,  have  filed  no  com- 
plaint within  the  statutory  period,  reparation  as  to  thran  must  be  denied. 
Tanners'  Council  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  41S  (419). 

BBAVER  VAJJLET  RAILROAD. 

History  and  description.    Beaver  Sand  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 


Found  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to  the  act.    Id.  (2ST). 
BILL  OF  LADING. 

Upon  petition  for  modification  of  the  CommiaBlon'a  report  In  04  I.  C.  C,  357, 
service  of  which  was  made  in  compliapce  with  rule  XV  of  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  to  which  no  objections  have  been  raised,  rules  and  regula- 
tions prescribing  forms  of  uniform  domestic  bill  of  lading  and  uniform 
live  stock  contract  so  as  to  eliminate  doubt  as  to  the  liability  of  the  con- 
stgnee  for  charges  and  remove  any  opportunity  for  confusion,  approved. 
Domestic  Bill  of  Lading  and  Live  Stock  Contract,  63. 

Upon  further  hearing,  certain  conditions  in  the  through  export  bill  of 
Isdlng,  heretofore  prescribed  by  the  Commission  In  64  I.  C.  C,  S47, 
modified    in   certain  particulars  upon  recommendations   made  by   the 
United  States  Shipping  Board.    Export  BUi  of  Lading,  eST. 
BLANKET  RATES.    See  also  Gboup  Rates. 

Class  rates  on  lumber  from  Preston  and  Logansport,  La.,  to  Eastland 
and  Ranger,  Tex.,  found  unreasonaUe  to  extent  they  exceeded  lower 
blanket  commodity  rate  in  effect  between  points  In  this  territory  for 
Joint  line  hauls  of  the  same  or  greater  distances,  wUiA  lower  rate  was 
subsequently  established  between  the  points  here  involved.  R^wratlon 
awarded.    Weaver  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  2OT. 

Ualntenance  of  blanket  rates  from  and  to  Nampa,  Emmett,  and  Boise, 
Idaho,  lower  than  the  rates  on  like  traffic  from  and  to  points  on  the 
Murphy  and  Wilder  branches  of  the  Oregon  Short  Line,  found  to  result 
In  undue  prejudice  against  the  points  on  such  branches  and  in  undue 
prefCrrace  of  Nampa,  Emmett,  and  Boise,  to  the  extent  of  the  dl(r««ice 
In  sucb  rates.    State  of  Idaho,  ex  r^  v.  Director  General,  330. 

Wb«)  points  distributed  over  an  extensive  area  are  grouped  and  a  blanket 
rate  applied  to  or  from  all  such  points,  the  fact  that  points  lying  within 
that  blanket  are  <»  a  branch  line  does  not  argue  as  strongly  that  there 
should  be  a  branch^lne  dlffer^tlal  aa  when  the  rates  are  applied  upon  a 
graded  baata.  Whether  or  not  there  should  be  such  a  difTerentiat  In  con- 
nection with  blanket  rates  depends  In  a  large  measure  upon  how  exten- 
sive the  blanket  U.    Id.  (SSfr-S87). 

es  I.  o.  a 


);Gooi^lc 


844  INDEX  DIGEST. 

BLANKET  RATES— Con  tinned. 

Id  an  extensive  blanket  a  brflnch-line  haul  of  80  miles  Iokb  its  slgoiflcance 
unices  It  U  made  to  acfpear  that  the  branch-line  operation  la  mach  more 
expensive  than  main-line  operatlfos  from  lemoter  parta  of  the  blanket. 
Id.   (SS7). 
BOAT  LINES.    See  Watbb  GAaaiBBB. 
BOND. 

Proposed  rule  under  which  shipper  Is  required  to  execute  agreement  for 
stoppage  of  goods  In  transitu,  and  where  shipper  Is  nnknown.  or  Irre- 
sponsible, the  agent  must  require  one  or  more  sureties  to  sign  with  him, 
found  not  Justified.  Such  rule  Indeflntte  as  to  number  of  sureties  re- 
quired, reposes  too  nnich  arbitrary  power  In  ag^its  to  decide  who  Is  or 
is  not  "responsible,"  compliance  therewith  might  require  considerable 
time  and  result  in  loss  of  right  to  stop  because  of  delivery  at  destina- 
tion, and  terms  of  agreement  are  Inconsistent  with  recognition  bj  re- 
spondent of  any  duty  to  obey  the  order  to  stop.  Stoppage  of  Qoods  In 
Transit,  423. 
BOTH  DIRBCTIONS. 

Proposal  to  Increase  the  rates  on  creosote  oil  and  gas-tar  oil  from  Ottcaeo, 
111.,  and  St.  Lonls,  Mo.,  to  St.  Paul  and  Onlutli,  Minn.,  to  the  lerel  vf  the 
southbound  rates  between  the  same  points,  found  Justified.  Creosote  and 
Gas-Tar  Oils  from  Chicago,  1. 

Upon  further  hearing,  finding  in  The  Witeotuin  Rate  Cattt,  44  I.  O.  C 
602,  sdherred  to,  and  the  class  rates  from  Ls  Crosse.  Wis.,  to  New  Toi^ 
N.  T.,  found  unreasonable  \o  extent  they  exceed  the  class  rates  in  effect 
from  New  York  to  La  Crosse.  Glsse  rates  from  I^  Crosse  to  other  polnta 
in  trunk-line  territory  and  New  England,  found  unreasonable  to  extant 
that  they  do  not  bear  the  same  relation  to  the  rates  herein  found  rea- 
sonable for  application  from  La  Crosse  to  New  York  as  heretofore  borne. 
La  Crosse  Shippers'  Asso.  v.  A.  A.  R.  B.  Co.,  371. 

Bates  00  fertilizer.  In  bags,  from  Cleveland  to  Minford,  Ohio,  dnrlnt 
federal  control,  found  unressonable  ss  compared  with  lower  rate  main- 
tained In  the  OKMBlte  direction,  which  lower  rate  wss  subsequently 
established  via  route  of  movement  Reparstloa  awarded.  Swift  A  Co.  t>. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  610. 
BRANCH  LINE  POINTS. 

Maintenance  of  blanket  rates  from  and  to  Namps,  Emmett,  and  Boise, 
Idaho,  lower  than  on  like  traffic  from  and  to  points  on  the  Mur- 
phy and  Wilder  branches  of  the  Oregon  Short  Line,  found  to  result 
in  uudne  prejudice  against  the  points  on  such  branches  and  In  undue 
preference  of  Nampa,  Emmett,  and  Boise,  to  the  extent  of  the  dllterence 
Id  such  rates.    State  of  Idaho,  ex  rel  v.  Director  General,  S30. 

When  points  distributed  over  an  extensive  area  are  grouped  and  a 
blanket  rate  applied  to  or  from  all  such  points,  the  fact  that  points 
lying  within  that  blanket  are  on  a  branch  line  does  not  argue  as  strongly 
that  there  should  be  a  branch-line  dlfrerential  as  when  rates  sre  applied 
upon  a  graded  basis.  Whether  or  not  there  shonld  be  such  a  differential 
in  connection  with  blanket  rates  depends  In  a  large  measure  upon  how 
extensive  the  blanket  Is.    Id.  (336-887). 

In  an  extenalTe  blanket  n  branch-line  haul  of  30  mllea  IcMes  Its  significance 
iinless  It  Is  made  to  an>ear  tiuit  the  branch-line  <y)eFat]<m  is  much  more 
expensive  than  maln-lloe  operatifMis  firom  remoter  parts  of  the  blanket 
Id.  (387). 
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BRANOH  LINE  POINTS— Con Unned. 

Uftlutenftnce  of  rates  on  commodltleB,  the  ratea  on  which  tre  stated  on  a 
graded  or  mileage  basla  Irom  and  to  points  on  the  Wilder  and  Murphy 
branches  of  the  Oregon  Short  Line,  higher  than  from  and  to  points  on 
the  Bmmett  and  Boise  branchei,  found  to  resnit  In  undue  prejodlce  to 
extmt  that  the  branch-line  diffiercotlaUi  on  the  former  esceed  those  main- 
tained on  like  traffic  from  and  to  points  on  the  latter  branchea  for  like 
distances  from  the  main-Une  Jonctlon.    Id.  (S37). 

Hates  on  petroleum  and  products,  and  fnel  oil,  from  complainant's  reflnerr 
located  near  East  Bralntree.  Uass.,  on  the  Fore  River  R.  R.  Corporattm, 
a  common  carrier  short  line,  to  deatljiations  in  New  England,  found  un- 
reasonable and  unduly  prejudicial  In  favor  of  competitors  located  within 
the  PrOTldence,  R.  I.,  switching  district  and  at  other  shipping  points,  to 
extent  they  exceeded  the  standard  distance  basis  of  rates  applicable  from 
such  competing  points  to  the  same  New  England  destinations.  Reason- 
able Joint  rates  prescribed  and  r^atation  awarded.  MaAsachoaetts  Oil 
Refining  Co.  v.  B.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  686. 
BRIDGE  COMPANY. 

Keokuk  &  Hamilton  Bridge  Co.,  found  not  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to 
the  act.  It  neltlier  holds  itself  out  as  ready  to  engage  in  transportation 
for  hire  as  a  public  employment,  nor  has  it  the  motive  pover  or  cats  to 
perform  such  transportation.  Keokuk  A  Hamilton  Bridge  Co.  v.  W.  Ry. 
Co.,  646  (648). 
BRIDGES. 

Proposal  to  add  100  constructive  miles  for  crossing  the  Hudson  Rlvtt 
by  bridge  at  Poughkeepsle,  N.  Y.,  found'  not  Justified.  Whether  reenltliig 
rates  would  be  reasonable  or  unreasonable  or  what  revenue  would  accrue 
are  matters  of  speculation,  competitive  and  other  conditions  would  have 
to  be  couBldered  In  connection  with  each  rate,  and  the  extent  to  which 
such  constructive  mileage  would  be  used  la  Impossible  of  determination 
at  the  present  time.  The  Commission  la  not  warranted  in  giving  approval 
to  a  proposal  so  vague,  indefinite,  and  uncertain  In  Its  effect.  Constructive 
Mileage  over  Poughkeepsle  Bridge.  230. 

Cost  of  construction  as  shown  by  books  of  the  company  and  cost  of  rqiro- 
ductlon  new  as  shown  by  preliminary  reporta  of  the  Commiseion's  bureau 
of  valuation  of  the  bridge  over  the  Hudson  River  at  Poughkeepsle,  N.  Y. 
Id.  (232). 

Prellmnary  reports  of  the  Gommlssloa's  bureau  of  valuation  submitted  In 
evidence  to  show  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  of  a  bridge  over  the 
Hudson  River  at  Poughkeepsle,  N.  T.,  considered  by  the  Commission  In 
passing  upon  the  ressonableness  of  constmctlva  mileage  over  such  bridge. 
Id.  (232). 

If  the  cost  of  constructing  and  maintaining  a  bridge  Is  100  times  greater 
than  that  for  a  mile  of  track,  It  does  not  follow  that  100  constructivs 
miles  should  be  allowed  for  movement  over  the  bridge  In  computing  dis- 
tance upon  which  to  base  rstes  for  transportation.    Id.  (233). 

Complaint  asking  the  Commission  to  prescribe  reaaonatde  compensation  for 
the  use  by  defendant  carriers  of  complainant's  bridge  across  the  Missis- 
sippi River  between  Keokuk,  Iowa,  and  Hamilton,  111.,  and  to  reqnlre 
the  movement  of  defendants'  traffic  via  that  bridge,  Eeld:  RelatloDshlp 
between  carriers  and  the  bridge  company  Is  a  matter  of  contract  over 
which  the  Commission  has  no  Jurisdiction.  Keokok  &  Hamilton  Rridge 
Co.  V.  W.  Ry.  Co,  646. 
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BRIDGES— ConttDned. 

That  n  carrier  ileducts  sn  amonnt  greater  tban  to  paid  bj  It  for  tbe  nse 
of  a  bridge  before  dlTldlng  a  Jt^t  rate  with  its  coonectionfl  docfl  o'>t  of 
itself  confer  Jnrtadlction  upon  the  Commission  to  prescrilK  tlie  amoont  to 
be  paid  for  that  nae.    That  portlm  of  ttie  act  wtiicb  coolae  npon  the 
GommisaioD  Jttrlsdlctlon  to  establish  Jnst  divisions  of  Joint  rates  refcn 
only  to  divisions  "  between  tiie  carriers  subject  to  tbis  act."    Id.     (MS). 
BRIDGE  TOLLS.    See  COHsrsucnvi  UiUAia. 
BULKY  ARTICLKS.    See  LoRO  Amcixs. 
BUNCHING. 

Period  of  15  days,  or  as  subsequently  Increased  to  30  daja,  within  which 
claims  may  be  presented  tot  the  cancellation  or  refunding  of  demurrage 
charges  assessed  or  collected  cxi  account  of  bonchlng  of  cat«  for  onioad- 
ing  or  reconstgning,  found  not  unreaBonable  as  compared  with  period  of 
six  montlu  for  filing  of  loss  and  damage  daims.  Preparation  of  dnlnis 
for  loss  and  damage  involves  the  coilectioD  of  considerably  more  data 
than  nnder  the  bunching  rule  and  the  present  provision  is  national  in 
scoi«  and  apparently  aatisfectory  to  practically  all  shippers.  CamatlaR 
Milk  Prodncts  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  563. 
CANADA,    See  also  Adjacent  FoBzuin  Country. 

Flfth-clasv  rate  on  blister  copper  from  Port  Golbome,  Ontario,  Canada,  to 
Constable  Hoob  and  Clirome.  N.  J.,  found  anreasonable  to  extent  It  ex- 
ceeded 78  per  cent  of  the  commodity  rate  on  copper  from  Chicago  to  New 
Torh  rate  iMlnts,  subsequently  established.  Reparation  awarded.  Inter- 
national Nickel  Co.  V.  Director  General,  aa  Agent,  637. 

American  lines  parties  to  a  Joint  rate  from  or  to  a  point  in  Canada,  the 
charges  under  which  aire  anreasonable,  "cause  to  be  done"  or  "do"  a 
thing  (1.  e.,  the  collection  of  unreasonable  charges  for  tlie  traosporta- 
tlon  of  property)  "prohibited  and  declared  to  be  unlawful"  by  tlie  act, 
and  are  "  liable  to  the  person  or  persons  injured  thereby  for  the  full 
amount  of  the  damage  sustained."    Id.     (628). 

In  attempting  to  Justify  the  reasonableness  of  a  Joint  rate  from  points  In 
Canada  to  points  In  the  United  Stateit,  the  American  carriers  contended 
that  the  division  received  by  them  for  the  haul  within  the  United  States 
was  not  unreasonable  or  excessive.  Held:  Commission  must  consider  the 
ressonablenesa  of  the  Joint  rate  aa  a  whole.  Id.  (631). 
GAR  FURNISHING. 

If  a  shlpt)er  habltasUy  delays  cars  for  unloading  at  dostlnatlon  the  ctirrieia 
nay  place  an  embai^o  against  freight  consigned  to  him  and  thus  prevent 
further  detention  of  equipment;  if  the  shipper  habitually  delays  loading 
cars  the  carrier  may  refuse  further  supply  and  thus  prevoit  detention 
and  accumulation  of  cara  at  the  loading  point  American  Wholesale 
Lnmber  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  803  (40S). 

The  liability  of  carriers  for  general  damages  growing  out  of  their  fallnre 
to  furnish  cars  Is  determinable  by  the  courts.  The  law  does  not  require 
them  to  define  their  liability  by  tariff  publication  and  tlic  GommlsBlon 
has  no  Jurisdiction  to  require  carriers  to  establish  reciprocal  demurram 
reguiatloiis.    Dei>osit  for  LlTe-Poultr?  Car  Ordered,  653  <656). 
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CAR-MILE  EARNINGS.     See  Babhinsb. 

"  CARRIER." 

Id  the  deflnlUon  of  tbe  word  "  carrier  "  In  parasmph  (n)  of  section  204  of 
tbe  transportation  act,  1920,  Congress  meant  those  carriers  wbicb  sus- 
tatned  lOBsea  In  Income  under  private  operation  In  tbe  federal  control 
period  as  compared  wltfa  tbe  test  period.  Coastmctlon  of  tbe  word 
"EJeflclt,"  765  (771). 
Tbe  Idea  that  Congress,  lii  the  deflnltiun  of  '"  carrier,"  intended  those  car- 
riers only  which  sustained  actual  deficits  under  private  operation  In 
the  federnl-cuntrol  period,  Is  not  only  in  direct  conflict  with  tbe  plan  of 
reimbursement  detailed  In  tbe  remaining  paragraplis  of  tbe  section  but 
it  In  iieKatlved  by  tbe  fact  that  snch  a  classification  of  carriers  would  be 
purely  arbitrary  and  wholly  unsupported  by  any  sound  reason.   Id.  (771). 

CARRIER  COMPETITION,    See  CoKrariTiOH. 

CAR  SHORTAGE. 

A  shipper  has  no  inherent  right  to  detain  a  car  beyond  the  free  time  and 
thus  prevent  it  from  being  nsed  for  transportation  by  other  dilppers. 
Car  shortages  have  resulted  In  Incalcnlable  loss  In  the  past  both  to  the 
carriers  and  the  shipping  public  as  a  whole,  and  when  it  appears  that 
shippera  detain  cars  for  purposes  other  than  those  necessary  for  proper 
transportation  the  carriers  are  )ustide(^lD  tnking  steps  to  prevent  such 
abuses.  American  Wholraale  Lumber  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  ai 
Agent,  303   (407). 

CAR  SPOTTING.    Bee  Brffmsa  Cabs. 

CAB  SUPPLY. 

Penalty  charge  of  $10  per  car  per  day  on  lumber  held  for  reconslgnment 
beyond  48  hours  after  7  a.  m.  <rf  da;  following  notice  of  arrival  found 
not  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful  In  tbe  past.  However,  under 
present  conditions,  with  a  great  number  of  Idle  freight  cars  and  an  entire 
absence  of  congestion  tbroughout  the  country,  the  charge  is,  and  while 
present  conditions  continue  will  be,  unreasonable.  American  Wholesale 
Lumber  Asso.  i;.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  383 

CHARACTERISTICS   OF   COMMODITY. 

Wool  originating  in  the  far  west  contains  more  dirt  and  grease  and  conse- 
quently is  heavier  than  the  wool  produced  in  official  territory.  Clearly 
tlie  rates  on  such  far  western  wool  from  Chicago,  III.,  should  be  lower 
than  the  rates  applicable  throughout  official  territory  which  the  Com- 
mission has  found  appropriate,  for  application  on  the  lighter  eastern 
wool;  and  they  should  bear  a  fair  relation  to  the  proportional  com- 
modity rates  en  western  wool  from  the  Mississippi  River  crossings. 
Swift  &  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  40B  (413). 
Rates  on  wool  In  tbe  grease  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with 
rates  on  cotton-piece  goods.  Latter-named  commodity  has  somewhat 
■imtlar  transportation  characteristics,  but  btiog  manufactured  products 
are  not  subject  to  the  loss  from  waste  which  attends  wool  in  the  grease. 
Botany  Worsted  Mills  v.  Director  (General,  as  Agent,  566  (S6S). 

CHICAGO-NEW  TOHK  RATES. 

Fifth-class  rate  on  blister  copptr  from  Port  Colbome,  Ontario,  Canada,  to 
Constable  Hook  and  Chrome.  N.  J.,  (onnd  unreasonable  to  extent  it  ex- 
ceeded 78  per  c«it  of  the  commodity  rate  on  copper  from  Chicago  to 
New  York  rate  points,  subsequently  established.  Reparation  awarded. 
Interaatlooal  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  827, 
66LC.a 
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CLASS  AND  COMMODITY  BATES.  Bee  also  Cuxa  Rates;  Comuootit 
Rates. 

Proposal  to  cancel  the  L  c.  1.  cammodlty  rates  on  Iron  and  steel  Krtldes 
from  Boston,  Mass*.,  and  other  points  to  destinations  on  t2ie  Malno  Cen- 
tral, thereby  making  applicable  higher  daae  rates,  found  not  Joatlfied. 
Pr<^K)sed  rates  would  result  in  Tiolations  of  the  fourth  section  of  tbe 
act  and  would  widen  the  disparitr  in  rates  already  existing  between  Bos- 
ton and  competlDg  points.    Iron  and  Steel  Articles  from  Boston,  100. 

Class  rates  on  rabbits,  not  dressed,  from  polnta  In  Kansas  and  Nebraska, 
to  Chicago.  111.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  New  Tort.  N.  Y, 
found  unreasonable  to  extent  that  charges  on  shipments  to  Chicago  ex- 
ceeded lower  commodltj'  rates,  eubseqnentlr  established,  and  through 
combination  rates  on  shipments  to  points  beyond  Chicago  foand  anrea- 
aonable  to  extent  that  components  east  thereof  exceeded  Che  third-class 
rates  contemporaneously  In  eltect.  Reparation  awarded.  Jerpe  Gmn- 
misslon  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  181. 

Sixth-class  rate  on  steel  raUs  from  St.  Lonls,  Ho.,  to  Springfield.  10., 
exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  contemporaoeouBly  In  effect  from  SL 
Lonls  to  points  north  of  Springfield,  from  St  Louis  to  Chicago,  IlL.  and 
from  St.  LodIs  to  Springfield  via  routes  other  than  ronte  of  movement. 
Reasonable  maximum  rat%  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded.  Mid- 
continent  Equipment  &  Machinery  Co.  o.  C.  &  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  151. 

Between  Meridian,  Miss.,  Mobile,  Selma,  Montgomery,  Birmingham, 
Demopolis,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  <m  the  one  band,  and  certain  points  in 
Alabama  within  200  miles  of  Meridian,  on  the  other,  proposed  in  com- 
pliance with  the  Commission's  order  in  MeridUm  TntSle  Bureau,  00  I.  C. 
C.  S,  for  removal  of  undue  prejudice  found  to  exist  against  Meridian, 
found  juatlfled  In  some  Instances  and  not  in  others.  Beasonable  maxi- 
mum distance  scales  prescribed.    Meridian  Rate  Case,  179. 

Class  rate  on  a  sporadic  aMpment  of  roasted  eIdc  ore  from  Canton,  Ohio,  to 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  loww  cam- 
modlty rate  subsequently  established.  Such  lower  rate  is  much  lower 
tban  commodity  rates  on  zinc  ore  found  not  unreasonable  in  liHnoU 
Zbio  Co.,  61  I.  C.  C,  62.  Orassetli  Chemical  Go.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  263. 

Commodity  rates  on  tapioca,  tapioca  floor,  and  cassava  fionr.  In  packages, 
were  the  same.  Commodity  rate  on  tapioca  cancelled  leaving  in  effect 
higher  class  rate.  -Subsequently  commodity  rate  reestablished  on  tapioca 
which  restored  tbe  parity  formerly  existing.  Rates  charged  on  abip- 
ments  moving  daring  Interim  found  unreasonable  and  reparatlan 
awarded.    MInnte  Tapioca  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  267. 

ClasB  rates  on  gasoline  and  refined  oils  from  North  Batoa  Ronge,  La.,  to 
Guln  and  Carbon  HUl,  Ala.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  th^  exceeded 
lower  commodity  rate  In  eltect  between  tbe  same  points  but  wUch  were 
restricted  In  arror  to  apply  via  more  drcaitous  rootes,  which  restriction 
was  subsequently  removed.  Reparation  awarded.  Standard  Oil  Co. 
(Ey.)  «.  Director  General,  as  Agent.  274. 

Class  rates  on  sulpburic  acid.  In  tank-car  loads,  from  Charlotte,  N.  O., 
to  Greensboro.  N.  C.  and  Colambla.  S.  C,  during  federal  control, 
exceeded  lower  commodity  rates  subsequently  established,  request  therv- 
for  having  been  made  before  shipments  moved.  Reparation  awarded. 
American  Agricultunl  Chemical  Co.  t>.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  277. 
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CLASS  AND  COMMODITY  HATES— Con  tinned. 

Class  rates  on  mixed  or  nitrating  add,  In  tanfc-car  loads,  from  Hopatcong 
and  Haskell,  N.  J.,  to  Arlington,  N.  J.,  during  federal  control,  found 
unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceeded  lower  commodity  rates  to  Nortli 
Newark,  N.  J.,  wblch  lower  rates  could  have  been  applied  from  Bopatcong 
and  Haskell  under  Hnle  77  of  Tariff  Circular  18-A.  Reparation  awarded. 
DnPoDt  de  Nemours  &  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  291. 

Class  rates  on  lumber  from  Preston  and  Logansport,  La.,  to  Eastland  and 
Ranger,  Tex.,  exceeded  lower  blanket  commodity  rate  contemporaneously 
In  effect  between  points  In  this  territory  for  Joint  line  hauls  of  the  same 
or  greater  distances,  wblcb  lower  rate  was  subsequently  established  be- 
tween the  points  here  Involved.  Reparation  awarded.  Weaver  Bros. 
Lumber  Co,  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  297. 

Class  rates  on  self-rlaing  compound  flour  from  Cortland,  N.  T.,  to  points 
In  ofldal  territory  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  vpith  commodity 
rates  on  grain  products,  and  applicable  to  self-rising  flour,  maintained 
by  defendants  in  trunk  line  territory,  and  from  central  to  trunk  lln» 
and  New  England  territories.  Champlln  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  309, 

Class  rate  on  imported  nltrato  of  soda  from  Port  Richmond,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  to  Frankford.  Philadelphia,  during  federal  control,  exceeded  lower 
commodity  rate  subsequently  established  after  request  therefor  made. 
Barrett  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  881. 

Fifth  class  rate  on  Imported  pickled  sheep  skins  from  Paclflc  coast  ports 
to  Atlantic  seaboard  destinations,  exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  on 
domestic  shipments  of  sheep  slats  (green),  which  lower  commodity  rate 
was  aubsequMitly  establlehed  on  imported  pickled  sheep  sktns.  Reparation 
awarded.    Tanners'  Council  r.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  415. 

To  and  from  Woodbury,  N.  J.,  found  not  unreasonable,  discriminatory,  or 
nnduly  prejadlclal  as  compared  with  rates  to  and  from  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  points  taUng  the  same  rates.  Belber  Trunk  ft  Bag  Oo.  v.  W.  J. 
&  8.  R.  R.  Co.,  490. 

From  points  In  Indiana  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  found  unreason- 
able and  nnduly  prejudicial  to  extent  they  exceed  the  rates  in  efTect  from 
Illinois  points  and  west-bank  Mississippi  River  points  in  Iowa  and 
HlSBouri  for  approximately  equal  distances.  Public  Service  Commission 
of  Indiana  p.  A.,  T.  *  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  512. 

Third-class  rates  on  wool  in  the  grease  were  In  efTect  from  Boston  and 
East  BoMon,  Mass.,  to  Passaic,  Dundee,  Clifton,  and  Oarfleld,  N.  J., 
while  lower  commodity  rates  were  contemporaneously  maintained  to 
spedfled  points  In  the  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  rate  group.  Subsequently  such 
commodity  rates  to  Philadelphia  points  were  eliminated  and  both'  desti- 
nation groups  were  placed  on  a  parity.  Held:  Higher  class  rates 
charged  on  shipments  moving  during  interim  found  not  unreasonable  or 
unduly  prejndtdal.  .  Botany  Worsted  Mills  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  S06. 

Fifth-class  rate  on  blister  copper  from  Port  Colbome,  Ontario,  Canada,  to 
Constable  Hook  end  Chrome,  N.  J.,  exceeded  78  per  cent  of  the  commodity 
rate  on  copper  from  Chicago  to  New  York  rate  points,  subsequently 
established.  Reparation  awarded.  International  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  627. 
98436'— 22— VOL  66 M 
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CLASS  AND  COMMODITY  RATES— ContUined. 

Class  rates  on  rough  ste^  Bhafting  from  Camden,  N.  J.,  Buffalo,  N.  T^ 
TltuavUIe  and  Nioetown,  Pa„  and  Gary.  Ind.,  to  Portiand,  Oreg^  ood 
Tacoma,  Waab.,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower  commodity 
rates  on  finished  iron  and  steel  articles  of  greater  bulk  and  more  fina- 
ceptlble  o(  damage.  Reparation  awarded  to  basis  of  commodity  rate 
subsequently  estnbtlsbed.  Northwest  Steel  Co.  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.  R.  R. 
Co.,  633. 

Exception  to  the  classiScatton  publiBbing  rates  as  percentages  of  cortaln 
class  rates,  does  not  In  and  of  Itself  provide  a  specific  rate,  but  requires 
reference  to  the  tariff  naming  class  rates.  Such  rate«  can  in  no  sense 
be  considered  specific  commodity  rates.  Ft.  Wayne  Corrugated  Paper 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  669  (670). 

Third-class  rates  on  "Jacl^  or  Jack  screws,  n.  o.  1.  b.  n.,  not  mounted  on 
trucks,  1.  c.  1."  charged  on  shipments  of  automobile  Jacks,  in  less  than 
carloads,  found  legally  applicable  and  not  unreasonable  or  unjustly 
discriminatory  as  compared  with  lower  commodity  rates  on  wagon  Jacks. 
Commodity  description  "  Jacks,  wagon  "  was  neither  misleading  nor  in- 
deflnlte,  as  the  terra  "  wagon  "  Is  commonly  accepted  as  applying  to  a 
vehicle  which  is  not  self-propelled.  Chevrolet  Motor  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  677. 
CLASSIFICATION. 

In  General :  Exception  to  the  classification  publishing  rates  as  percttitagM 
of  certain  class  rates,  does  not  in  and  of  itself  provide  a  specific  rate, 
but  requires  reference  to  the  tariff  naming  class  rates.  Such  rates  can 
In  no  sense  be  considered  specific  commodity  rates.  Ft  Wayne  Corru- 
gated Paper  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  668  (670). 

Blpollte:  Present  classification  ratios  of  third  class  on,  found  not  un- 
reasonable. Former  any  quantity  ratings  of  first  class  In  official  and 
second  class  in  western  and  southern  clnsslflcationa  found  unreasonable, 
as  applied  to  c.  1.  shipments,  to  the  extent  they  exceeded  third  class, 
subsequently  established.  Reparation  awarded.  Hlpollte  Co.  v.  A.,  C.  A 
Y.  Ry.  Co.,  666. 

Jacks,  automobile :  Third-class  rates  on  "  Jacks,  or  jack  screws,  n.  o.  t.  b.  n„ 
not  mounted  on  trucks,  I.  c.  L"  charged  on  shipments  of  automobile 
Jacks,  In  less  than  carloads,  found  legally  applicable  and  not  unreason- 
able or  unjustly  dlscrimlnntory  as  compared  with  lower  commodity  rates 
on  wagon  jacks.  Commodity  description  "  Jacks,  wagon "  was  neither 
misleading  nor  Indefinite,  as  the  term  "  wagon  "  Is  commonly  accepted 
ns  an>Iylng  to  a  vehicle  which  Is  not  self-propelled.  CbevrcAet  Mobir 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  6T7. 

R(rflers  and  cores,  old,  printer's :  Official  and  western  dasslflcation  ratings 
of  third  class  on,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  ratings  of 
fourth  class  in  Illinois  and  Iowa  classifications,  or  as  compared  with 
fourth-class  ratings  on  other  commodities  which  from  a  classification 
standpoint  are  not  analogous  to  printer's  rollers  or  cores.  Chicago  Roller 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  ns  Agent,  657. 
CLASSIFICATION  TEBRITORIES. 

Class  rates  on  self-rising  compound  flour  from  Cortland.  N.  Y.,  to  iwlnta 
in  official  territory  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  commodity 
rntoB  on  grain  products,  and  applicable  to  self-rising  flour,  maintained 
by  defendants  In  trunk  line  territory,  and  from  central  to  trunk  Hoe 
and  New  England  territories.    Champlln  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 
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CLASSIFICATION  TERRITORIES— Con HnuecL 

OfDclol  and  weatem  daaslQcatlon  ratings  of  third  cUm  on  old  printer's 
rollers  and  printer's  roller  cores  foond  not  nnreasonable  as  compsred 
Mtb  ratings  of  fourth  class  iu  Illinois  and  Iowa  classification  a.    Chicago 
Rtdler  Co.  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent,  667. 
CLASS  RATES.    See  alto  Cuss  akd  Oommoihtt  Rates. 

From  Corinth.  Miss.,  to  points  In  Tennessee  between  Corinth  and  Jackson, 
Tenn.,  found  unreasonable  and  nndniy  prejudicial  to  Corinth  and  Its 
shippers,  as  compared  with  class  rates  to  the  same  points  from  Jackson, 
Reasonable  maximum  distance  rates  prescribed.  Corinth  Grocery  Co.  «. 
M.  &  O.  R.  R.  Co.,  820. 

Proposed  cancellation  of  Joint  class  rates  between  New  York,  New  Haven  ft 
Hartford  stations  and  Baj  Ridge,  Bath  Junction,  Farkville,  Vanderreer 
Park,  and  East  New  York,  N.  Y.,  leavins  in  effect  higher  combination 
rates,  found  not  Justified.  Rate  Cancellations,  New  Haven  Stations  and 
Long  Island,  347. 

Upon  further  hearing,  finding  lu  The  Witcotuin  Rate  Oatet,  44  I,  C.  C, 
602,  adhered  to,  and  the  class  rates  from  La  Crmse,  Wla.,  to  New  York, 
N.  T.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  the;  exceed  the  class  rates  in  effect 
from  New  York  to  La  Crosse.  Class  rates  ff om  La  Crosse  to  other  points 
In  trunk  line  territory  and  New  England,  found  unreasonable  to  extent 
that  they  do  not  bear  the  same  relation  to  the  rates  herein  fotind  reason- 
able for  application  from  La  Crosse  to  New  York  as  heretofore  bomo. 
La  Crosse  Shippers'  Asao.  v.  A.  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  871. 

Proportional  class  rates  between  west-bank  Mississippi  River  crossings  and 
Mason  City,  Iowa,  on  traDlc  originating  at  or  destined  to  official  terri- 
tory east  of  the  Indiana-Illinois  state  line,  publisbed  by  carriers  pnrsuant 
to  the  Commission's  orders  in  Interior  Iowa  Catet,  46  I.  C.  C..  39,  found 
not  nnreasonable  or  unduly  preJudidaL  Alter  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  819. 

Exception  to  the  classification  publishing  rates  as  percentages  of  certain 
class  rates,  does  not  In  and  of  Itself  provide  a  specific  rate,  but  requires 
reference  to  the  tariff  naming  class  rates.  Such  rates  con  in  no  sense 
be  considered  specific  commodity  rates.  Ft.  Wayne  Corrugated  Paper 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  669  (670). 
COMBINATION  RATES.    See  alto  Local  Ratks. 

Class  rates  on  rabbits,  not  dressed,  from  points  in  Kansas  and  Nebrosks  to 
Chicago,  111.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  New  York,  N.  Y., 
found  nnreasonable  to  extent  that  charges  on  shlpmoits  to  Chicago  ex- 
ceeded lower  commodity  rates,  subaeqoentlr  established,  and  through 
combination  rates  on  shipments  to  points  beyond  Chicago  found  unreas- 
onsble  to  extent  that  components  east  thereof  ^uxeded  the  thlrd-dass 
rates  contemporaneotialy  In  effect.  Reparation  awarded.  Jerpe  Commis- 
sion Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  181. 

To  and  from  Rlvesvllle  Junction,  W.  Va..  on  bituminous  coal  from  Hood 
mine.  South  Rlvesvllle,  W.  Ta.,  to  destinations  In  New  York  and  New 
Jtfse;,  found  not  unreasonable  dne  to  the  factor  from  the  mine  to  the 
Junction  point.  No  other  Sbipm«itB  have  moved  over  these  routes,  no  re- 
quest has  ever  been  made  for  a  nieclfic  rate  from  the  mine  to  the  Junc- 
tion, and  no  future  movement  is  contemplated.  Fairmont  k  Cleveland 
Coal  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  288. 
661.0.  a 


D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


852  IHDEX  DIGEST. 

COMBINATION  RATES— Contlnoed. 

On  fuller's  eartb  from  Midway,  Qulncy,  and  Ellenton,  Fla.,  to  Oklaboma 
Ctt7,  OUa.,  found  unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  extent  that  tbe 
compoDents  thereof  froni  Memphis,  Teim.,  to  Oklaboma  Cl^  exceeded  the 
components  from  Memphis  to  Cushlifg,  Okmulgee,  Tulsa,  and  Muabt^ee, 
Okla.,  and  Independence  and  Arkansas  Oit;,  Kans.  Reparatton  awarded. 
Choate  Oil  Corp.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  662. 

Aggregate  charges  on  dried  fruits  from  FresDo  and  other  Galifonila  poiots 
to  Tacoma,  Wash.,  composed  of  applicable  joint  rates  of  line  hanl  car- 
riers plus  switching  charge  to  complainant's  warehouses,  located  on  an 
Industry  track,  found  not  unreasonable  or  discriminatory.  Aggresate 
cliarges  were  less  tlinn  the  combinations  to  and  from  Portlaitd,  Or^.,  and 
compare  favorably  with  rates  on  the  same  commodity  between  otber 
points  In  the  same  general  territory  for  less  distances.  West  Coast  Gro- 
cery Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  079. 

Fertilizer  rate  legally  applicable  and  assessed  on  oyster  shells  from  Apa- 
lacblcola,  Fla.,  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  composed  of  a  combination  to  Montgomery, 
Ala.,  and  thence  bock  to  Mobile,  autbortzed  under  rule  B  (b)  of  Tariff 
Circular  18-A,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  rates  on  crusbed 
oyster  shells  from  various  southern  points  to  numerous  destinations  tor 
greater  distances,  and  to  extent  it  exceeded  Joint  rate  subBequentij  estab- 
lished. Heparatlon  denied.  Gulf  Cflty  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  763. 
COMMANDEERED  VESSELS. 

Tack  plate  shipped  from  Tondergrlft,  Pa.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  for  export, 
but  due  to  vessel  for  which  originally  intended  being  commandeered  by 
one  of  the  nations  then  at  war,  was  reconsigned  to  New  Tort.  N.  T.,  or 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  exported  from  those  ports.  Heli:  Domestic  de- 
murrage charges  accruing  at  Baltimore  found  not  nnreasonable  following 
Lowry  Lumber  Co.,  58  I.  C.  C,  113,  and  Heii  Brotheri,  K>  I.  C.  C,  4ia 
British  United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.  (Ltd.)  v.  P.  R.  R.  Co.,  fi6L 
COMMERCIAL  AND  ECONOMIC  CONDITIONS. 

Increases  applied  under  Itmreagei  Rates,  IQBO,  58  I.  C.  C,  220,  on  lumber 
and  forest  products  from  verlouB  states  eouth  of  the  Ohio  River  to  c  f .  a. 
end  other  deOned  territories,  disturbed  the  r^ationsbip  formerly  existing 
between  northern  and  southern  producing  points  to  common  markets,  and 
attributed  to  a  general  depression  In  thf  lumber  Industry.  Rates  as  oo 
Increased  found  unreasonable  for  the  future  and  reasonable  basia  bearing 
a  closer  relationship  to  tbat  which  existed  prior  to  the  Increases  pre- 
scribed.   Southern  Hardwood  Trefflc  Asso.  «.  I.  C.  B.  R.  Co.,  68. 

There  is  merit  in  the  contention  that  because  of  the  relative  long  hanl 
of  hardwood  lumber  from  southern  points  to  consuming  points  In  central 
and  eastern  tmnlc-llne  territories,  the  percentage  increase  authorized 
ander  Increaied  Ratet,  19tO,  SS  I.  a  C,  220,  has  had  a  peculiarly  dis- 
turbing eOect  upon  the  Inmber  business.  Id.  (74). 
GOMMODITT  RATES.    See  aln  Class  anu  CoMuoorrr  Ratss. 

Exception  to  the  classification  publishing  rates  as  percentages  of  certain 
class  rates,  does  not  In  and  of  itself  provide  a  specific  rate,  but  requires 
reference  to  the  tarllT  neming  class  rates.  Such  rates  can  In  no  sense 
be  considered  mtecifle  commodity  rates.  Ft.  Wayne  Cormgated  Paper 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  668  (670). 
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OOMHON  CARRIERS. 

Beaver  Valley  R.  R.  found  to  be  a  comm<Hi  carrier  subject  to  tbe  acL 
Beaver  Sand  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  286  (287). 

Tbe  alxe  of  a  road  does  not  determine  wbetber  or  not  It  Is  a  common  carrier. 
Id,    287). 

Ore  Carrying  Corporation,  a  water  line  operating  under  a  common  arraoce- 
ment  with  a  rail  carrier  for  tbe  contlnuons  carriage  of  tbrougb  Interstate 
traffic,  fonnd  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to  the  act,  which  may  law- 
fully receive  from  Ita  trunk-line  connections  reasonable  dlrisitMis  of  joint 
interstate  rates,  under  appropriate  tariffs.  Ore  Carrying  Corporation  v. 
C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  N.  J.,  311. 

Fore  River  R.  R.  Corporation  found  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to  tbe 
acL    Massachusetts  Oil  ReAnlog  Co.  i>.  B.  &  A.  B.  R.  Co.,  536  (548). 

KeoKub  &  HamllWn)  Bridge  Ca,  found  not  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject 
to  the  act.  It  neither  holds  Itself  out  as  ready  to  engage  In  transporta* 
tloD  tor  hire  as  a  public  employment,  not  has  It  the  motive  power  or  can 
to  perform  sucb  transportation.  Eeokuk  &  Hamilton  Bridge  Co.  v.  W.  Ry. 
Co.,  645  (648). 
COUPANr  MATERIAL. 

It  Is  inevitable  that  when  freight  rates  are  Increased  the  carrier  that 
brings  its  fuel  and  other  supplies  from  a  distance  will  enflW  dlepropoiv 
tionately.    New  England  Divisions,  196  (200). 
COMPARATIVE  RATES. 

Boulders,  agate:  Rates  on  L  c  1.  shipments  of,  In  barrels  and  boxes, 
found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  rates  on  jasper  and  onyx, 
loose  or  in  pacliages,  or  with  rates  on  siUca.  Agate  Product!  Co.  «. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  674  (e75-«7a>. 

Coke :  Rates  on  anthracite  coal  not  shown  to  have  been  an  appropriate 
measure  of  the  rates  on  coke.  Tbe  loading  is  materially  less  on  coke  than 
on  anthracite  coal  and  tbe  car-earnings  are  less,  even  when  the  rate  per 
ton  Is  materially  higher.  Minnesota  By-Product  Coke  CJo.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  480  (488-489). 

Copper,  blister :  Rate  on,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  rates  on 
ferroslllcon.  cyanamld,  and  blac1<  copper.  International  Nickel  Co,  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  627  (630-681). 

Flour,  s^-risiog  compound:  Rate  on,  fonnd  not  unreasonable  as  com- 
pared with  lower  rate  on  grain  products,  which  lower  rate  was  snb- 
aequently  made  applicable  to  self-rising  compound  flour.  ChampUn  «. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  309. 

Hlpollte:  Ratings  on,  In  official,  western,  and  southern  classlflcation 
territories  compared  with  rates  on  various  other  commodities.  HipoUte 
Co.  V.  A„  C.  &  T.  Ry.  Co..  666  (667-668). 

Iron,  pig:  Rate  on,  found  not  unreasonahle  or  unduly  prejudldai  because 
the  spread  in  the  rates  on  that  article  and  manufactured  Iron  and  steel 
articles  exceeded  5  cents,  tbe  basis  subsequently  established.  Shlbaliawa 
ft  Co.  (Inc.)  i>.  P.  ft  E.  Ey.  Co..  261. 

Kapok :  Rate  on,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded  rate  on  feathers 
and  certain  kinds  of  fiber  with  which  kaiwlc  Is  fairly  comparable. 
Reparation  awarded.    Dutton  Co.  t>.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  663. 

Nitrate  ot  soda :  Rate  on,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  rate 
on  salt.  DlfFerence  in  value  considerable  and  salt  is  desirable  traffic, 
while  nitrate  of  soda,  a  dangerous  article  from  a  transportation  stand- 
point,  Is  undesirable.  Du  Pont  de  Nemonrs  ft  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  SOI  (S02). 
66  L  C.  C. 
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COMPARATIVE  KATES— Continued. 

Pelts:  Rates  od  green  salted  sheep  pelts,  In  straight  carloads,  and  on  grecB 
salted  bides  and  green  salted  sheep  pelts,  In  mixed  carloads,  found  un- 
reasonable to  extent  they  exceeded  rates  on  green  salted  hides  In  straight 
carloads.  Reasonable  maximum  rates  prescribed  and  rq)arati<Hi 
awardea    Swift  &  Co.  v.  C„  B.  &  Q.  R.  R.  Co.,  33. 

Shafting,  rough  steel:  Class  rates  on,  found  unreaeonable  aa  compared  with 
lower  commodity  rates  on  finished  Iron  and  steel  articles  of  greater  bulk 
and  more  susceptible  of  damage.  B^aratlon  awarded  to  basts  of  com- 
modity rate  subsequently  establiabed.  Northwest  Steel  Co.  v.  C,  B.  A 
Q.  B.  B.  Co.,  633. 

Shells,  oyster:  Rate  on,  from  Apalachicola,  Fla.,  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  found 
unreasonable  as  compared  with  rate  on  crushed  oyster  shells  from  variona 
southern  points  to  numerous  destinaUona.  Gulf  City  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Director 
Qeneral,  as  Agent,  763. 

Skins,  sheep,  pickled :  Rate  on.  Imported,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  It 
exceeded  rate  on  domestic  shipments  of  sheep  slats  (green).  Bepar«tloa 
awarded.    Tanners'  Council  v.  Director  Oeueral,  as  Agent,  416. 

Tapioca :  Rates  on,  In  packages,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  tb^  exceeded 
rates  on  casaaTB  flour  and  macaroni  and  noodles.  Reparation  awarded. 
Minute  Tapioca  Co.  v.  Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent,  207. 

Woodwork,  autobody:  Bates  on,  k.  d.,  found  unreasonable  aa  compared 
with  lower  rates  on  wagon  material  In  the  roug^  or  wholly  or  partly 
finished,  which  lower  rate  was  subsequently  made  applicable  to  auto- 
body woodwork.  Reparation  awarded.  Chevrolet  Motor  Co.  of  Texas 
V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  617. 

Wool  in  the  grease:  Rates  on,  found  not  unreasonabt*  as  compared  with 
rates  on  cotton  piece  goods.  Latter  named  commodity  has  somewhat 
similar  transportation  characteristics,  but  being  manufactured  products 
ere  not  subject  to  the  loss  from  waste  whldi  attends  wool  in  the  grease. 
Botany  Worsted  Mills  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  056  (558). 
COMPETITION. 

Carrier:  Prayer  for  establishment  of  through  routes  and  Joint  rates  Tia 
a  short  line  denied  where  point  served  has  better  transportation  serrtce 
than  most  towns  of  Its  slse  In  that  it  is  reached  by  two  trunk  lines: 
the  service  which  these  lines  are  prepared  to  and  do  render  Is  entirely 
adequate  to  the  needs  of  tbe  community  as  a  whole;  there  was  nev^ 
any  necessity  for  the  construction  of  the  short  line;  and  If  defeodanti 
were  to  participate  In  Joint  rates  or  absorb  tbe  charges  Of  tbe  short 
line,  they  would  be  building  up  a  competitor  at  their  own  expense, 
depleting  their  revenues  and  creating  a  dangerous  precedent.  Bearer 
Sand  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  285. 

Market :  Proposal  to  cancel  the  1.  c.  1.  commodity  rates  on  Iron  and  steel 
articles  from  Boston,  Mass.,  and  other  points  to  destimsUons  on  tbe 
Maine  Central,  thereby  making  applicable  hlgber  class  rates,  fotmd  not 
Justified.  Proposed  rates  would  widen  the  disparity  in  rates  already 
existing  between  Boston  and  competing  points.  Iron  and  Steel  ArtldM 
from  Boston,  100. 
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COMPONENT.    See  Tactob. 
OONCUHEBINCH. 

C^pon  Bnpplemental  report,  Held:  In  view  of  th«  opinion  of  tbe  Suprem« 
Ctmrt  In  (7.  R.  R.  Co.  of  N.  J.  v.  United  Btatei,  decided  December  5, 
1921,  flndlngs  In  61  I.  C.  C.  1S2  and  14S,  wbereln  canlers'  partlcipatleD 
In  joint  ratea  wltb  connecting  lines  upon  whose  ralla  transit  arrange- 
menta  are  permitted  wtilte  denying  almilar  arrangements  at  points  on 
tbeir  own  raila  was  found  to  result  In  undue  prejudice,  reversed. 
American  Creoeotlng  Co.  v.  Director  General,  M;  Soutbem  Hardwood 
Traffic  Abso,  v.  Director  General,  87. 

In  view  of  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  N.  J. 
V.  ViUted  SUitet,  decided  December  5,  1921,  order  of  Commission  sus- 
pending schedules  under  which  carriers  propose  to  withdraw  existing 
transit  Brrangements  on  lumber  moving  via  Memphis,  Tenn.,  or  Louis- 
ville, Ey.,  from  points  on  the  Rock  Island  in  Arkansas  and  Louisiana,  to 
varioDS  northern  points,  vacated.    Transit  Privileges  on  Lumber,  84- 

Schedules  under  which  connecting  carrier  proposed  to  restrict  tlie  ap- 
pUcatloM  of  througb  rates,  filed  agnlnst  the  express  wishes  of  tbe  orig- 
inating carrier  and  which  would  deprive  it  of  Its  long  haul,  found  not 
juatlfled.    Routing  on  Coal  from  Western  Maryland  Ry.  Mines,  103. 

Higher  charges  published  in  separate  tariffs  found  applicable  to  ship- 
ments moving  outbound  from  transit  point,  and  tbe  publication  by  tbe 
inbound  carrier  of  a  tarlfT  naming  lower  charges  without  the  concur- 
rence of  its  connections  found  to  be  B  direct  contravention  of  the  Com- 
mission's rules  under  section  6  of  tbe  act,  and  shipper  Is  JustlBed  In 
relying  upon  tbe  lower  basis  of  rates  thus  offered.  Reparation  awardedL 
Brenner  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  595. 
CONFERENCE  RULINGS. 

CoDference  ruling  381  quoted.  Keokuk  &  Hamilton  Bridge  Co.  v.  W.  Rf. 
Co.,  S46  (548). 

Conference  ruling  474   (c)   cited.    Mulkey  Salt  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  441. 
CONFLICTING  RATES. 

Rule  tor  disposition  of  fractions  under  general  order  No.  28  of  tbe 
Dlrect»r  General,  applied  only  to  rates  quoted  In  dollars  or  dollars  and 
cents  per  ton.  Sucb  rule,  did  not,  and  could  not,  by  any  reasonable 
interpretation  qualify  another  rule,  which  was  complete  in  itself  and 
speclScally  provided  for  the  application  of  rates  stated  In  cents  per 
ton  or  other  unit.  Shipments  found  overcharged  and  reparation 
awarded.    Hercules  Mining  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  140. 

Higher  charges  published  in  separate  tariffs  fonnd  applicable  to  ship- 
ments moving  outbound  from  transit  point,  and  the  publication  by  tba 
inbound  carrier  of  a  tariff  naming  lower  clmrges  without  the  con- 
currence of  its  connections  found  to  be  a  direct  contravention  of  the 
Commission's  rules  under  section  6  of  tbe  act,  and  shipper  is  Justified 
in  relying  upon  the  lower  basis  of  rates  thus  offered.  Reparation 
awarded.  Brenner  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  S95. 
CONGESTION. 

Penalty  charge  of  $10  per  car  per  day  on  lumber  held  for  reconsignment 
beyond  48  hours  after  7  a.  m.  of  day  following  notice  of  arrival  found 
not  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful  In  tbe  past  However,  under 
present  conditions  with  a  great  number  of  Idle  freight  cars,  and  an 
entire  absence  of  congestion  throughout  the  country,  tbe  charge  fa,  and 
while  present  conditions  continue  will  be,  nnreaaonable.  American  Whole- 
sale Lumber  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  as  A^ent,  303. 
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CONGESTION— ContlsDed. 

Embargoes  brought  about  by  severe  cougeetion  of  traffic  were  in  efEect 
when  shipmeDtfl  originated,  but  since  tariffs  contained  no  r^trictloi] 
against  reconsignment  to  embargoed  points,  demurrage  charges  assMsed 
for  car  detention  resulting  therefrom,  found  lUagaL  RepaTatlon 
awarded.  Erauss  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  63T. 
CONNECTING  LINES. 

The  mere  fact  that  one  common -carrier  railroad  has  a  physical  connectioD 
with  another  is  not  of  Itself  sufficient  ground  upon  wliich  to  base  an 
order  requiring  the  estabiishment  of  Joint  rates  over  those  roads.  The 
question  of  whether  or  not  tbey  stiotild  be  established  Is  one  calling 
for  the  exercise  of  the  Commission's  Judgmait  upon  the  circumstances 
and  conditions  of  each  particular  case,  as  the  act  provides  that  the  Com- 
mission may  and  shall  establl»ih  joint  rates  "  whenever  deemed  by  It  to 
be  necessary  or  desirable  in  the  public  interest."  Beaver  Sand  Co.  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  285  (288-289). 
CONSTRUCTION  OF  STATUTE.    See  at«o  Puwosa  of  Act. 

Section  IS,  paragraph  (5)  la  definitely  limited,  both  as  t«  initial  loading 
and  as  to  final  unloading,  to  public  stockyards.  It  does  not  ap^ 
to  initial  loading  at  other  than  public  stockyards  even  for  shipment 
to  such  yards.    Omaha  Packing  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  44  (4D). 

The  word  "deficit"  as  used  in  paragraph  (a)  of  section  204  of  the 
transportation  act,  1920,  construed  to  mean  a  defltdency  or  decreue 
in  a  carrier's  railway  operating  Income  for  that  portion  (as  a  whole)  of 
the  period  of  federal  control  during  which  It  operated  its  own  railrosd 
as  compared  with  Its  average  railway  tq^ratinK  Imwme  for  the  cor- 
responding portions  of  tlie  test  period.  Construction  of  the  Word 
■'  Deficit,"  765. 

The  basic  principle  which  underlies  ail  rules  of  statutory  constmcUoD  is 
that  the  purpose,  the  Intent  of  the  lawmaker  constitutes  the  law.  And 
It  is  now  thoroughly  established  that,  where  the  language  of  a  statute  U 
of  doubtful  meaning,  the  true  Interpretation  is  to  be  ascertained  by  aa 
Inquiry  into  the  purpose,  the  spirit  of  the  law  as  disclosed  by  Its  oitlre 
context,  by  the  history  of  its  enactment,  by  statutes  in  pari  materia, 
and  by  the  general  system  of  legislation  of  which  the  statute  In  ques' 
tiou  is  a  part.    Id.  (767). 

Not  only  in  the  title  but  also  In  the  definition  of  "  carrier "  In  paragraph 
( a )  of  section  204  of  the  transportation  act,  1&20,  the  word  "  deficit "  Is 
used  in  its  general  and  broader  meaning;  that  is,  a  deficiency,  a  falling 
short,  a  decrease.    Id,  (771>. 

If  the  word  "  deficit "  tn  the  definition  of  carrier  in  paragraph  (a)  of  sec- 
tion 204  of  the  transportation  act,  1920,  is  construed  as  a  deficiency  or 
decrease  In  income  under  private  operation  in  the  federal  control  period 
as  compared  with  the  Income  during  the  test  period,  the  definition  of 
"  carrier "  is  completely  harmonized  with  both  the  letter  and  spirit  of 
the  remaining  paragraphs  of  that  section.    Id.  (771). 

If  the  word  "  deficit "  In  the  definition  of  carrier  In  paragraph  (a)  of  sec- 
tion 204  of  the  transportation  act,  1920,  Is  given  Its  technical  meanioe 
as  used  by  accountants,  the  effect  is  to  make  the  right  to  relmburMmeDt 
contingent  ^pon  the  carrier's  having  sustained  a  technical  or  absoiate 
deficit  while  privately  operated  In  the  federal  control  period,  a  resolt 
which  is  In  direct  conflict  with  the  plan  of  leimbnisement  set  tortli  In 
detaU  In  the  section.   Id.  (771). 
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CONSTBDCTION  OF  STATUTE— ContiDued, 

The  rule  ts  tborougtil;  establlBhed  that  If  ■  word  or  phnw  la  snaceptlbla 
of  two  constructions,  one  of  which  will  effectuate  the  evident  purpose  ol 
the  statute  and  ene  of  which  la  Inconsistent  or  in  conflict  with  that  pur- 
pose, the  former  must  controL    Id.  (771). 

In  the  definition  of  the  word  "  carrier  "  in  paraxraph  (a)  of  section  204 
of  the  transportation  act,  1920,  Congress  meant  those  carriers  which  sus- 
tained losses  In  Income  under  private  operation  In  the  federal  control 
pei-iod  as  compared  with  the  test  period.    Id.  <771>. 

The  Idea  that  Congress,  in  the  deflultion  of  "carrier,"  intended  those 
carriers  only  which  sustained  actual  deficits  under  private  operation  in 
the  federal  control  period,  is  not  only  in  direct  conflict  with  the  plan  of 
reimbursement  detailed  in  the  remaining  paragraphs  of  the  section  but  It 
Is  negatived  by  the  fact  that  such  a  classUlcatlon  of  carriers  would  bo 
purely  arbltrarjt  and  wboll;  unsupported  b;  any  sound  reason.  Id.  (771). 
CONSTRUCTIVE  MILEAGE. 

Proposal  to  add  100  constructive  miles  for  crossing  the  Hudson  River 
b;  bridge  at  Pougbkeepsle,  N.  Y.,  found  not  JustlOed.  Whether  re- 
sulting rates  would  be  reasonable  or  unreasonable  or  what  revenue 
would  accrue  are  matters  of  4>eculatlon,  competitive  and  other  con- 
ditions would  have  to  be  considered  In  connection  with  each  rate,  and 
the  extent  to  which  such  constructive  mileage  would  be  ub»1  Is  Imfos- 
sible  of  determination  at  the  present  time.  The  Commlssioti  is  not  war- 
ranted in  giving  approval  to  a  proposal  so  vague,  tndellnltc,  and  uncertain 
in  Its  effect    Constructive  Mileage  over  FoagblEeepsle  Bridge,  280. 

If  the  cost  of  constructing  and  maintaining  a  bridge  Is  100  times  greater 
than  that  for  a  mile  of  track,  It  does  not  follow  that  100  constructive 
miles  should  be  allowed  (or  movement  over  the  bridge  In  computing  dis- 
tance, upon  which  to  base  rates  for  transportation.    Id.  (233). 
CONTAINERS. 

Stsndard  box  charges  assessed  on  citrus  fruit.  In  field  boxes,  the  dimen- 
sions of  which  were  smaller  than  those  of  the  standard  box,  and  on  re- 
turned empty  field  boxes,  found  not  unreasonable.  The  more  fact  that 
complainant  was  charged  more  for  hauling  a  like  quantity  of  fruit  than 
were  the  users  of  standard  containers  does  not  entitle  It  to  reparation. 
Such  a  result  Inevitably  follows  where  rates  are  stated  In  amounts  per 
package  and  the  shipper  chooses  to  use  a  package  smaller  than  the 
standard  prescribed  by  the  tariff,  Florida  Cltms  Exchange  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  307. 

Bates  on  L  c.  1.  shipments  of  agate  boulders.  In  bags,  found  unreasonable 
to  extent  th^  exceeded  rates  on  tbe  same  commodity  when  In  barrels 
or  boxea    Reparation  awarded.    Agate  Products  Co.  t>.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  674. 
CONTRACTS.    Bee  alio  Aobeeicehts. 

Complaint  asking  tbe  Commission  to  prescribe  reasonable  compensation 
for  the  use  by  defendant  carriers  of  complainant's  bridge  across  the  Ml» 
sisBlppl  River  between  Keokuk,  Iowa,  and  Hamilton,  IlL,  and  to  require 
tbe  movement  of  defendant's  traffic  via  that  bridge,  HeU:  Relationship 
between  carriers  and  tlie  bridge  company  Is  a  matter  of  contract  over 
which  the  Commission  Das  no  Jnrl«Uctl<m.  Keokuk  ft  Hamilton  Bridge 
Co.  V.  W.  Bj.  Co..  646. 
«6 1.  C.  C. 
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CONTRACTS— ConttaTOd. 

Upon  the  reEmmptlon  of  cotporate  control  and  operatloo,  tbe  Peonvl^nniK 
R.  R.  Go.  awarded  to  tbe  Baldwin  Locomotive  Worlta  a  contract  for  tba 
repair  of  200  locomotives,  wblle  maintainlag  aliopa  oo  Ita  own  lloe  fur 
such  work.  Upon  InveBtlcatlon,  the  cost  to  reaiiondent  was  over  93,000>)00 
In  excess  of  the  coat  at  which  tbe  worlc  might  have  been  done  In  ita 
own  shops,  nod  Included  work  paid  for  twice  in  some  Instances.  Snch 
work  could  have  been  done  In  respondent's  own  ahtqw  within  a  retison- 
able  time  bs  an  appropriate  coordination  of  efforts  and  reaaouble  added 
exertion.   Construction  and  Repair  of  Ry.  Equipment :  Penn,  R.  H.  Co.,  6W. 

Contracts  n^otiated  by  tbe  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  R.  Co.  in  1920  for  tbe 
repair  of  30  of  its  locomotives  by  the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works,  al- 
though based  upon  excessive  costs,  not  found.  In  the  circumstsnces  dis- 
closed, to  have  been  unwarranted.  Construction  and  R^alr  of  Hj, 
Equipment :  A.  0.  L.  R.  R.  Co..  727. 

Under  contracts  negotiated  In  1920  with  certain  locomotive  construction 
companies,  105  locomotives  of  tbe  New  York  Central  R.  H..  were  sent  to 
contract  fftiops  for  classified  repairs.  Upon  investUiatlon  the  c«»t  was 
In  tbe  neighborhood  of  f3,000,000  in  excess  of  tbe  cost  of  similar  work  In 
Its  own  shops  and  sucb  respondent  could  have  repaired  at  least  the  xreater 
number  of  the  locomotives  In  Its  own  shops  within  tbe  time  in  whlcb 
the  contract  work  was  done.  Construction  and  Repair  of  By.  Equipmeot : 
N.  Y.  C.  R.  R.  Co.,  732. 
CONVENIENCE  AND  NECESSITY. 

Complaint  pra.ving  for  tbe  Issuance  of  an  order  under  paragraph  (21)  of 
section  1  of  the  act  requiring  the  C.,.B.  &  Q.  R.  R.  Co.  to  ext«id  Its  line 
from  EricBon  to  Chambers,  Nebr.;  Beld:  Proposed  extension  1b  not  rea- 
sonably required  In  tbe  Interest  of  public  convenience  and  necesait;. 
and  tbe  Issuance  of  the  order  prayed  for  would  require  defendant  to 
invest  a  large  sum  of  money  In  an  undertaking  whlcb  at  the  outset  woald 
not  be  a  financial  success,  and  would  not  hold  out  bope  for  tbe  fntore. 
Cooke  «.  C,  B.  &  Q.  R.  R.  Co.,  452. 

An  order  requiring  a  carrier  to  extend  Its  line  In  tbe  Interest  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  and  Involving  as  a  necessary  Incident  exp^ises 
which  would  impair  the  ability  of  the  carrier  to  perform  its  duty  to  the 
public,  would  be  a  contradiction.  On  tbe  other  hand,  no  order  conld  be 
Issued  requiring  an  extension,  unless  reasonably  required  in  tbe  Interest 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity.  Both  of  the  conditions  must  be 
satisfied.  Id.  (452-403). 
COST  OF  OPERATION. 

In  an  extensive  blanket  a  branch-line  haul  of  90  miles  loses  Its  slgntdcanoe 
unless  It  is  made  to  appear  that  the  brancb-llne  operation  is  much  more 
expensive  than  main-line  operations  from  remoter  parts  of  the  blanket. 
State  of  Idaho,  ex  rel  v.  Director  General,  880  (3ST). 
COST  OF  SERVICE. 

The  Commission's  power  over  divisions  Is  founded  upon  tbe  public  interest ; 
carriers  are  mutually  dependent  parts  of  the  transportation  systraa ;  the 
public  interest  requires  that  all  essential  parts  be  maintained  In  effective 
working  condition ;  the  relative  amount  and  cost  under  economical  and 
efficient  management  of  tbe  service  rendered  is  a  prime  factor  In  deter- 
mining tbe  fair  and  equitable  share  of  Joint  revalue  wklcb  each  carrier 
shall  receive ;  and  included  in  such  cost  Is  a  due  proportion  of  tbe  burdsi 
of  maintaining  tbe  financial  integrity  and  credit  of  tbe  carrier.  Noir 
Bngland  Divisions,  196  (199). 
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COST  or  SERVICE— Continued. 

Indndea  not  only  ezpensea  of  opsratlon  but  taxes  and  the  proper  eaplt&l 
diarges  incident  to  tbe  continued  fanctlonlng  of  tbe  property.  The 
CommlBslon  recogcizea  this  when  It  maket  allowance  for  deoBltr  of  traffic 
In  the  determination  of  reasonable  rates.  The  share  of  overhead  costs 
fairly  attributable  to  Intercbange  of  traffle  may  likewise  b«  greater,  rela- 
tively, where  tbla  density  Is  low.  Id.  (19B). 
CBE080TING  IN  TRANSIT.  See  Tbahbit  Abungeicbntb. 
DAMAGES. 

Fact  that  some  competitors  may  hare  enjoyed  largH  proflta  does  not  estab- 
ttsb  damftge  wbera  It  Is  not  ehowD  that  the  price  of  the  commodity  was 
controlled  by  any  auch  competitors  by  Tlrtne  of  a  preferential  rate. 
Standard  OH  Co.  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent,  87  (41-e). 

In  complying  with  Rule  Y  of  the  Gommfasfen's  Rates  of  Practice,  con>. 
plRlnants  authorized  to  submit  proof  In  the  form  of  affldarlts  that  freight 
chai^«B  were  paid  aad  borne  by  them.  Carriers  do  not  object  to  thia 
form  of  proof.  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  142  (1M>. 

No  reparation  can  be  awarded  for  the  exaction  of  an  uureasonabte  rate 
where  witness  unable  to  give  direct  testimony  aa  to  who  paid  and  bora 
tbe  charges.  American  Wood  Pipe  Go.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agmt, 
156  (166). 

Where  record  doea  not  show  that  complainants  paid  or  bore  the  unrenson- 
able  transportation  charges  on  any  of  tbe  shipments,  reparation  denied. 
Clarlie-Burkle  &  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  265  (266). 

fChe  Commission  is  without  Jurisdiction  to  award  reparation  for  exceaa 
war  taxes  pfttd.  Weaver  Bros.  Lumber  Go.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 
297  (299). 

Contention  that  aince  the  price  of  the  commodity  was  fixed  by  the  govern- 
ment, complainants  were  not  damaged  by  the  exaction  ot  uureasonabte 
rates,  because  they  would  not  have  received  any  more  profit  if  lower 
rates  had  been  in  effect,  and  that  an  award  of  reparation  would  permit 
profits  in  excess  of  those  allowed  by  the  govemnient,  not  auatnliied. 
Tanners'  Coundl  ti.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  416  (410). 

After  complaint  was  filed,  powers  of  attorney  were  executed  by  certain 
consignors,  not  parties  to  the  complaint,  in  favor  of  a  complainant  who 
was  BO  named.  Held:  Introduction  of  such  powers  ot  attorney  in  evi- 
dence at  ttie  hearing  over  objection  of  defendants  can  not  be  treated  aa 
equivalent  to  amendment  of  the  complaint,  and  since  such  conslgnora, 
who  bore  the  freight  charges,  have  filed  no  complaint  within  the  statu- 
tory period,  reparation  aa  to  them  must  be  dented.    Id.  (419). 

Where  ablpments  were  sold  at  a  delivered  price  and  complainant's  cos- 
tomers  paid  tbe  freight  charges  and  deducted  tbem  from  the  Invoice 
price  in  making  settlement,  complainants  are  entitled  to  any  r^Mratitm 
that  may  be  awarded.  DameU-Taen:rer  Cote,  24S  U.  S.,  631.  lola 
Cement  Ullls  Traffic  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  495  (600). 

Complaint  filed  by  a  public  trafilc  manager  naming  himself  as  complain- 
ant.   Held:  Since  he  la  not  the  real  party  in  Interest  reparation  denied. 
Cam«y  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  660  (SOI). 
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DAMAGES— Continued. 

Oomplaloant,  a  commission  company,  souibt  r^iaraUon  as  agent  for  Indi- 
vidual shippers  named  In  tbe  complaint.  Whereabouts  of  some  com- 
plainants nnknown,  one  la  deceased  and  his  claim  Is  not  listed  aa  an 
asset  of  his  estate  and  his  administrator  declines  to  take  cognisance  of 
Itt  and  the  remainder  have  filed  requests  for  dlemiasaL  Held:  Com- 
plainants' agency  to  make  claim  for  reparation  not  sufficiently  estab- 
lished. Hyre-Frice  Live  SUn-k  Commission  Co.  v.  M.,  K.  &  T.  R7- 
Co.,  691. 

Complainant's  prices  were  not  always  governed  by  the  prices  of  its  coii>- 
petltor.  It  did  not  meet  the  prices  of  Its  competitor  on  some  of  tbe 
slilpments  on  which  reparation  Is  asked,  and  such  shipments  can  not  be 
segregated  from  those  oa  which  It  had  to  shrink  Its  profits  In  order  to 
make  the  aale.  Held:  Complainant  has  tailed  to  prove  with  sufficient 
particularity  that  It  was  damaged  by  reason  of  any  unjust  discrimination 
or  undue  prejudice  that  may  have  existed.  Albers  Bros.  Milling  Ca  v. 
Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent,  598. 

American  lines  parties  to  a  Joint  rate  from  or  to  a  point  In  Canada,  tbe 
charges  under  which  are  unreasonable,  "  cause  to  be  done  "  or  "  do  "  a 
thine  II.  e.,  the  collection  of  unreasonable  charges  for  tbe  Oansportatlon 
of  propert7)  "prohibited  and  declared  to  be  nnlawful"  by  the  act,  and 
are  "  liable  to  the  person  or  persons  Injured  thereby  for  the  full  amount 
of  the  damage  sustained."  International  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director  GeDeimi. 
as  Agent,  027  (628). 

Fact  that  one  company  may  be  a  subsidiary  of  another  does  not  ^ao  facto 
entitle  tbe  latter  to  bring  an  action  in  Its  own  name  for  damages  suffered 
by  the  former.  American  Agricultural  Cbemtcal  Co.  v.  Director  Qeneral, 
as  Agent.  650  (651). 

Reparation  denied  tor  tbe  exaction  of  an  unreasonable  rate  where  com- 
plainant was  not  a  party  to  the  transportation  records.  Is  cases  wb^^ 
complainants  are  parties  It  must  appear  that  they  suffered  tbe  damages 
claimed  before  the  Comralsslon  Is  Justified  In  entering  an  order  of  repa- 
ration In  their  favo|.    Id.  (652). 

Shipments  which  move  from  a  point  of  origin  to  final  destination  with  an 
arrangement  for  storage  in  transit  are  regarded  aa  moving  under  a 
single  continuoua  contract  of  carriage.  Neither  the  switching  line  nor 
the  outbound  carriers  at  the  transit  point  are  necessary  parties  defendant 
and  an  award  of  reparation  may  be  made  against  the  Inbound  carrier 
who  collected  the  Illegal  charges  for  the  switching  line.  Capital  Ware- 
house Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  683  (685-686). 
DANGEROUS  ARTI(3LBS. 

Maintenance  of  track-storage  charges  on  gnsollne  and  other  articles  re- 
quiring "inflammable"  placards  under  regulations  prescribed  by  tba 
Commission,  when  held  In  tank  cars  on  private  tracks,  where  ownership 
of  the  tracks  and  cars  Is  the  same,  found  not  unreasonable  or  unlnnful 
where  tie  private  tracks  are  described  as  "  Railroad  Premises  "  In  a  mle 
of  carriers'  tariffs.  Charge  has  been  In  no  way  burdensome  to  shippers, 
and  its  purpose  Is  to  promote  safety.  Western  Petroleum  Refiners  Asso. 
V.  A.  &  R.  R.  R.  Co.,  C8. 
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DEFICIT. 

The  word  "defldt"  as  used  In  paragraiA  (a)  at  Bectlon  204  ef  the  trtiw- 
portatlon  act,  1920,  constraed  to  mean  a  deficiency  or  decrease  In  a  car- 
rler'B  railway  opeiatlnf;  Income  for  that  portion  (aa  a  whole)  of  the 
period  of  federal  control  during  which  It  operated  Ite  own  railroad  aa 
compared  with  Its  Bveraee  railway  operating  Income  for  the  correspond- 
lug  portions  of  the  teat  period.    Constraetlon  of  Uie  Word  "  Deficit,"  TBS. 

G:he  fact  that  a  carrier  has  enatalned  a  deficit  while  prlTately  operated 
during  the  feda«l-coDtioI  period  Is  not  determinatlTe  either  of  the  car- 
rier'a  right  to  Telmbnraement  or  of  the  amount  to  which  it  may  be  entl- 
Ued.    Id.  4770). 

Defined.    Id.  (770). 

Not  only  Id  the  title,  bat  also  In  the  definition  of  "  carrier  "  In  parairmph 
(a)  of  section  2M  of  the  transportation  act,  1920,  the  word  "deficit"  ia 
used  In  Its  general  and  broadn  meaning;  that  Is,  a  deficiency,  a  SalUnit 
ahort,  a  decrease.    Id.  (771). 

If  the  word  "deficit"  In  the  definition  of  carrier  In  paragraph  (a)  of  section 
201  of  the  transportation  act,  1B20,  is  constraed  as  a  deficiency  or  decrease 
In  Income  nnder  private  operation  in  the  federal-control  period,  as  com- 
pared with  the  Income  dtirlng  the  test  period,  the  definition  of  "  carrier  " 
Is  completely  harmonized  with  hoth  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  remaining 
paragraphs  of  that  section.    Id.  (771), 

If  the  word  "  defldt "  In  the  definition  of  carrier  In  paragraph  (a)  of  sectlm 
S04  of  the  transportation  act,  1B20,  Is  gtren  Its  technical  meaning  as  nsed 
hy  acconntante,  the  effect  Is  to  make  the  right  to  reimbursement  con- 
tingent upon  the  carrier's  bevlng  sustained  a  technical  or  absolute  deficit 
while  privately  operated  In  the  federK) -control  period,  a  result  which  Is  In 
direct  cenfilct  with  the  plan  of  rtimbnrsement  set  forth  in  detail  in  the 
section.    Id,  (771). 

In  the  definition  ot  the  word  "carrier"  In  paragraph  (a)  of  section  204 
of  the  transportation  act,  1920,  Congress  meant  those  carriers  which 
sustained  losses  In  Income  nnder  private  operation  In  the  federal-control 
period  as  compared  with  the  test  period.    Id.  (771). 

The  Idea  that  Congress,  In  the  definition  of  "carrier,"  Intended  those  car- 
riers only  which  sustained  actual  deficits  nnder  private  operation  In  tho 
federal-control  period  la  not  only  In  direct  conOict  with  the  plan  of 
reimbursement  detsiled  In  the  remaining  paragraphs  ot  the  section  but 
It  Is  negatived  by  the  fact  that  such  a  classification  of  carriera  would 
be  purely  eibltrnry  and  wholly  unsupported  by  any  sottnd  reason.  Id. 
(771). 
DELEGATION  OP  AUTHORITT. 

Contention  that  the  language  of  the  federal-ctrntrol  act  ^Id  not  give  power 
to  the  President  or  the  Director  Oeneral  to  assess  a  penalty;  and  that 
Congress  could  not  have  given  either  of  them  that  power,  becsose  the  Im- 
position of  a  penalty  Is  a  legislative  function  which  can  not  be  delegated. 
Held:  The  Director  Oeneral  was  authorized  to  inangnrate  any  reasonable 
and  Just  regulation  and  practice  which  he  might  find  necessary  to  elimi- 
nate the  abuse  of  excessive  and  unreasonable  detention  of  freight  cars. 
American  Wholesale  Lumber  Asso.  v.  Director  Oeneral,  as  Agent,  893 
(898). 
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DBLIVERT.    See   aU»   Spomno   Casb. 

Beqiieet  received  too  laM  to  Bccompllsh  dlvenlon  and  8blpm«nt  airlTcd 
at  oiiglnall?  billed  destination,  wbere  It  was  placed  npon  public  de- 
liver; tracfeB.  Refused  by  order  notify  consignee  and  subseqnentlr 
reconslgned.  Held:  Fact  that  tbls  was  an  order  notify  shipment  did  not 
preclude  cairrlec  from  placing  car  for  unloading  prior  to  surrender  of 
bill  of  lading  In  absence  of  instnictlons  to  tbe  contrary,  and  as  tariff 
provided  tbat  If  a  car  was  pieced  at  original  deatlnation  and  reforwarded 
without  being  unloaded  it  would  be  subject  to  rates  to  and  from  recon- 
signment  point,  combination  charged  found  not  UDreasonable  or  unlawful. 
Sullivan  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent,  1]9. 

Demurrage  charges  on  lumber  consigned  to  Norfolk,  Va.,  tor  "  Belt  Une 
delivery,"  but  htid  short  of  destination  by  llne-banl  carrier  for  payment 
of  freight  charges  and  disposition  orders  before  turning  over  to  switdi- 
iDg  line,  found  unlawful.  Cars  were  not  delivered  to  the  Belt  Line 
to  whom  disposition  orders  were  given  and  llne-haut  carrier  failed  to 
make  iiuiuirf  of  such  Belt  Line  In  respect  thereto.  Reparatitm  awaided. 
Excelsior  Shook  t  Lumber  Co,  v.  8.  A,  L.  Hy.  Co.,  241. 

Where  no  rule  Is  published  requiring  payment  of  tran^tortation  charges 
prior  to  turning  shipments  over  to  a  delivering  line,  shippers  are  not  on 
notice  of  any  such  practice  or  requirement.  A  shipper  does  all  that  is 
required  when  he  notldes  the  delivering  line  shown  in  the  bllUng,  of 
such  disposition  of  the  cars  as  Is  desired,  and  to  escape  responslbtUty 
for  failure  to  effect  delivery  called  for,  the  line-haul  carrier  must  clearly 
and  unequivocally  show  that  the  detivertng  line  had  knowledge  of  the 
srrival  of  the  cars  and  that  they  were  being  held  for  its  account  Id. 
(243-244.) 

CombinatloD  rate  on  caoned  tomatoes  from  Grecnwieb,  N.  J.,  to  pier  28, 
New  York,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower  rate  which 
could  have  be«i  obtained  by  specifying  Central  delivery,  which  de- 
livery could  have  been  used  without  inconvenience  or  disadvantage,  or 
witb  rate  to  Wallabout  station,  a  Pennsylvania  delivery  in  Brooklyn, 
N.  T.    Williams  &  Co.  «.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  306. 

Because  of  an  accumulation  of  barges  alongside  vemel,  delivery  from  car 
float  to  vessel  could  not  be  made.  Cars  were  floated  to  float  bridge  ad- 
jacent to  pier  and  thence  moved  along  tracks  and  out  upon  tbe  plar  for 
delivery,  for  which  service  a  class  rate  waa  assessed.  Heii:  Extra 
movement  to  float  bridge  and  beyond  amounted  to  a  reconslgnment. 
Charges  assessed  found  unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceeded  those  pro- 
vided in  a  local  switching  tariff  for  similar  movements  to  cold  storage 
warehouses,  plus  a  reconslgnment  charge.  Reparation  awarded.  Ar- 
mour ft  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  760. 
DEIMUIIRAGE.    See  aUo  Detention. 

Demurrage  charges  on  lumber  consigned  to  Norfolk,  Ta.,  for  "  Belt  Liae 
dellverr,"  but  held  short  of  destination  by  line-haul  carrier  for  payment 
of  freight  charges  and  disposition  orders  before  turning  over  to  switch- 
ing line,  found  unlawful.  Cars  were  not  delivered  to  the  Bdt  Line  to 
whom  disposition  orders  were  given  and  line-haul  carrier  failed  to  make 
inquiry  of  such  Belt  Line  In  respect  thereto.  Reparation  awarded. 
Excelsior  Shook  ft  Lumber  Co.  v.  S.  A.  L.  Ry.  Co.,  24L 
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DEHURRAOE— Contlnaed. 

The  rl^t  of  cBrrlen  to  uaera  charges  for  undue  detention  of  eqnlpmmt 
cxlated  at  common  law,  and  such  charges  are  now  published  In  schedule 
form  In  accordance  with  the  provlaions  of  the  act.  The  CommlsBlon 
may  require  carriers  to  maintain  reawinahle  demurrage  charges  whldi 
are  in  luirt  compensation  for  nue  of  equipment,  and  In  part  penalties  for 
detention  of  cars,  Ajnerlcan  Wholesale  Lumber  Asso.  v.  Director  Gen- 
eral, as  Ag«nt,  383  489S-S87). 

On  account  of  various  strikes  embargoes  were  placed  against  certain 
points.  Demurrage  charges  BBsessed  on  shipments  on  which  reconslgn- 
ment  to  such  points  refused,  found  Illegal  as  applicable  tariff  contained 
no  provision  prohibiting  reconslgnmmit  to  embargoed  points.  Bepara- 
tlon  awarded.    Schaefer  v.  L.  V.  B.  R.  Co.,  549. 

Demurrage  charges  assessed  on  ehlinnents  originating  during  existence 
of  an  Hnbargo,  but  which  were  ordered  rei^onalgned  aubaequrat  to  the 
removal  of  such  embargo,  found  tmrensonaUe.  Such  a  rule  was  con- 
demned by  the  CoramiselOD  In  the  Recontionmtnt  Caie,  47  I.  C.  C,  S90, 
and  other  cases.    Reparation  awarded.    Id.  <M9). 

Although  applicable  tariff  governing  reconslgnment  did  not  contain  a  limi- 
tation upcm  reconslgnment  to  embargoed  potntH,  carrier  contended  that 
the  provision  in  a  general  recooalgnment  tariff  was  broad  enough  to 
put  shippers  upon  notice,  and  that  demnrrage  accruing  thereunder  was 
lesaUy  asseseed.  Held:  This  position  nntenable,  since  shipper's  rights 
and  obllgatloDB  are  determined  by  the  applicable  governing  tariff  and 
not  by  knowledge  of  carrier's  usual  practice  Indicated  by  other  general 
tariflb.    Id.  (SSI). 

Period  of  15  days,  or  as  subsequently  increased  to  80  days,  within  whldi 
claims  may  be  presented  for  the  csncellatlMi  or  refunding  of  demurrage 
charges  assessed  or  collected  on  account  of  bunching  of  cars  for  unload- 
ing or  reconsigning,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  period 
of  six  months  for  Ollng  of  loss  and  damage  claims.  Preparation  of 
claims  for  loss  and  damage  Involves  the  collection  of  considerably  mora 
data  than  under  the  bunchiug  rule  and  the  present  provision  la  nsr 
tiooal  in  scope  and  apparently  satisfactory  to  practically  all  shifters. 
Carnation  Mlltc  Products  Co.  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent,  553. 

Embargoes  bron^t  about  by  severe  congeetlon  of  traffic  were  in  effect 
when  shipments  originated,  but  since  tariffs  contained  no  restriction 
against  reconslgnment  to  embargoed  points,  demurrage  diarges  ns- 
aessed  for  car  detention  resulting  therefrom,  found  Illegal.  Reparation 
awarded.    Kraoss  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agoit,  637. 

Obligation  to  accept  articles  tendered  for  transportation  is  governed  by 
general  principles  of  law;  to  reconslgn.  by  rules  lawfully  on  file  with 
the  Oommission.  The  right  to  refuse  shipments  tonporarily  for  good 
cause  by  estabUshment  of  embargoes,  which  are  not  required  to  be 
ffled.  Is  recognised.  The  right  to  recmialgn  depends  entirely  upon  the 
MHistructlon  of  the  rules,  which  arc  required  to  be  filed  in  the  snme 
manner  as  rates.  If  carriers  do  not  restrict  such  rules  to  the  extent 
Of  their  capacity  to  perform  the  servtce,  the  shipper  con  not  be  held 
liable  for  detention  when  it  Is  not  directly  responsible  therefor  and  can 
not  abate  the  cause  thereof,  as  in  the  case  of  an  embargo,  which  la  a 
disability  of  the  carrier.    Id.  (639). 
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DEMURRAGE— CoDtlnued. 

The  UabllttT  of  carrierB  for  genenil  damasea  growing  ont  of  their  fiiDnrc 
to  funild)  cars  la  determinable  by  the  courts.  The  law  does  not  reQaire 
them  to  define  their  llabllltr  b^  tariff  pnUlcatlon  and  the  Commission 
has  no  jurisdiction  to  require  carriers  to  establish  redprocal  demnr- 
rage  regnlaUooB.    Depocdt  for  Llre-Ponltry  Car  Ordered,  663  (056). 

Tack  plate  shipped  from  Tandergrlft,  Pa.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  for  export, 
bat  dne  to  vessel  for  which  or^nallr  Intended  being  commandeered 
by  one  of  the  nations  then  at  war,  was  reconslgned  to  New  York,  N.  T., 
or  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  exported  from  those  porta.  Held:  Domestic 
demurrage  charges  accruing  at  Baltimore  found  not  anreaaonable  fol- 
lowing Lowrv  Lumiier  Co.,  68  I.  C.  C,  118,  sod  Beid  Brathera,  55  I.  C.  C, 
416.  BriOsh  United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.  (Ltd. )  r.  p.  R.  R.  Co.,  661. 
DENSITY  OP  TRAFPIC.  See  Voltjub  or  Tbaitic. 
DEPOSIT. 

Proposed  schedules  which  would  require  shippers  to  dOMslt  |I0  for  each 
llTe-poultry  car  ordered,  such  deposit  to  be  refunded  only  U  loading  of 
the  car  be  commenced  within  48  hours  foUowing  its  placement,  found 
not  Jnatlfled  in  part  end  ordered  cancelled  without  prejudice  to  the 
flUng  of  new  echedulea  modified  In  accordance  witb  sn^Kstions  In  the 
report.    Deposit  for  Lire-Poultry  Car  Ordered,  65a 

Approximately  8  per  cent  of  lire-poultry  cara  were  not  loaded  at  point  at 
which  originally  placed.  Contention  that  only  those  at  fault  should  be 
penalised  and  those  not  reaponstble  for  the  abase  should  not  be  Incon- 
venienced by  a  proposed  rule  which  would  require  a  deposit  for  es<4i  car 
ordered,  refund  to  be  made  only  If  loading  be  commenced  within  48 
boure  after  placement,  Beld:  Percentage  anfflciently  hl^  to  Jastify 
some  action  on  the  part  of  reqiondents  to  correct  the  evil.  Id.  (664-655). 
DESIRABILITY  OF  TRAFFIC. 

Salt  Is  desirable  traffic,  while  nitrate  of  soda,  a  dangerous  article  from  a 
transportation  stsndpolnt,  is  undesirable.    Du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  BOl  (602). 
DETENTION.    See  alto  DsuuaaAGK. 

Contention  that  the  language  of  the  tederal  control  act  did  not  gire  power 
to  the  President  or  the  Director  General  to  assess  a  penalty ;  and  that 
Congress  could  not  hare  given  edther  of  thou  that  power  because  the 
Imposition  of  a  penalty  Is  a  legislatlre  function  which  can  not  be  dele- 
gated. Beld:  The  Director  General  was  authorised  to  inaagurate  any 
reasonable  and  Just  regulation  and  practice  which  he  might  find  neces- 
sary to  eliminate  the  abuse  of  excessive  and  unreasonable  detention  of 
freight  cars.  American  Wholesale  Lumber  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  888  <S96). 

The  rt^t  of  carriers  to  assess  charges  for  undue  detention  of  equipment 
existed  at  common  law,  and  sntii  charges  are  now  published  in  schedule 
form  In  accordance  with  tba  provisions  of  the  act  The  Commission  may 
reqnlre  carriers  to  maintain  reasonable  denmirage  charges  which  are  In 
part  compensation  for  use  of  equipment,  and  in  part  penalties  for  deten- 
tion of  cars.    Id.  (896-397). 

If  a  shipper  habitually  delays  cars  for  unloading  at  destination  the  car- 
riers may  place  an  embargo  against  freight  conalgned  to  him  and  thus 
prevent  further  detention  of  equipment;  it  the  shipper  habitually  delays 
loadmg  cars  the  carrier  may  refuse  further  supply  and  thus  pcevant  de- 
tention and  accumulattou  of  cars  at  tbe  loading  point.    Id.  (406). 
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DETENTION— Continued. 

A  shipper  baa  no  Inherent  rlgbt  to  detain  a  car  beyond  the  free  time  and 
Urns  prevent  It  from  being  used  for  tnmBportatlOD  by  other  shippers 
Car  ahortagee  have  resulted  in  incalculable  loes  in  tbe  past  both  to  tbe 
carriers  and  the  shipping  public  as  a  whole,  and  when  it  appears  that 
■hlppera  detain  cars  for  purposes  other  than  those  necessary  for  proper 
transportation  the  carriers  are  Justified  In  taking  steps  to  prevent  sntdi 
abuses.  Id.  <40T>. 
DIPFEBBNTIALS.    See  alto  Abbttkabiu. 

Dpon  further  hearlnf;,  former  report  48  1.  C.  C,  312,  reasonable  maximum 
differentials  prescribed  on  shipments  of  wheat,  flour,  and  artlclea  taking 
the  same  rates  to  and  front  points  in  Texas  dlffereuUal  territory.  Rail- 
road Commission  of  I^uistana  v.  A.  H.  T.  Ky.  Co.,  4. 

Pact  that  In  the  ilidcontinent  Oil  Cage,  3B  I.  C.  C.  109,  and  In  subsequent 
cases  which  have  followed  It,  a  differential  of  5  cents  was  established 
between  the  rates  on  crude  and  relined  oils  does  not  warrant  the  con- 
clusion that  this  should  be  the  differential  under  all  circumstances,  and 
particularly  where  the  rates  are  larger  in  amount.  Utah  State  Automo- 
bile Asso.  V.  A.,  X  &  S.  F.  Ry.  Co..  8  (17). 

Increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  Director  General  on  bituminous 
coal  from  Linton  group  In  southwestern  Indiana  to  di-stlnatloas  north- 
east of  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  during  federal  control,  resulted  In  widening 
the  differential  to  6uch  points  over  Indianapolis  which  existed  prior  to 
such  Increases.  Subsequently  rates  reduced,  but  former  dlRereotlal 
not  restored.  Held:  Neither  Director  General's  dq>arture  from  terms 
of  his  general  orders  nor  the  subsequent  reduction  of  rates  Is  necessarily 
proof  that  rates  were  unreasonable.  Union  Traction  Co.  of  Indiana  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  157.  , 

Rate  on  pig  Iron  from  Pottstown,  Pa.,  to  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  for  export, 
found  not  unreasonable  or  unduly  prejudicial  because  the  spread  In  the 
rates  on  that  article  and  manufactured  iroa  and  steel  articles  exceeded  5 
cents,  the  basis  subsequently  established.  Sblbakawa  &  Co.  (Inc.)  v.  P. 
a,  R.  Ry.  Co..  261. 

Alalntenance  of  rates  od  commodities,  the  rates  on  which  are  stated  oo 
a  graded  or  mileage  basis  from  and  to  points  on  tbe  Wilder  and  Murphy 
branches  of  the  Oregon  Short  Line,  higher  than  from  and  to  points  on 
the  E^mett  and  Boise  branches,  found  to  result  in  undue  prejudioa 
to  extent  that  the  branch-line  differentials  on  the  former  exceed  those 
maintained  on  like  tralBc  from  and  to  polDts  on  the  latter  branches  for 
like  distances  from  the  maln-Une  Junction.  State  of  Idaho,  ex  rel  v. 
Director  General.  330. 

When  points  distributed  over  an  extensive  area  are  grouped  and  a  blanket 
rate  applied  to  or  from  all  such  points,  the  fact  that  points  tying  within 
that  blanket  are  on  a  branch  line  does  not  argue  as  strongly  that  there 
should  be  a  branch-line  differential  as  when  the  rates  are  applied  upon 
a  graded  basis  Whether  or  not  there  should  be  such  a  dlfFerentlal  in 
connection  with  blanket  rates  depends  in  a  large  measure  upon  bow 
extenslTe  the  blanket  Is.    Id.  (336-33T). 

Following  Arkansaa  Jo^iert  d  Mfrt.  Asso.,  59  I.  C.  C,  662,  rates  on  cosrse 
grains  10  per  cent  less  than  those  on  wheat  prescribed.  Arkansas  Jot^ 
bera  ft  Mfrs.  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  475  (47S). 
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DIPFEBBNTIALS— Continued. 

Rates  on  piintiDe  and  writing  paper,  and  on  paper  or  paper  articles  Kroopcd 

therewith,  found  unreasonable  to  the  eitent  they  exceed  by  more  Uuoi 

10  and  38i  per  cent,  respectlvrtly,  the  corresponding  rates  on  newqiriut 

paper.    Minnesota  &  Ontario  Paper  Co.  v.  N.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  571  (575,  5S3). 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL.    See  Feoesai.  CONTkoL. 

DISCRIMINATION.    See  alto  Pbeferehces  Ain>  Pkejudices. 

Upon  supplemental  report,  intrastate  rates  and  charges  of  certain  electrli: 
lines  and  certain  short-line  steam  railroads,  required  by  state  anthorit; 
to  be  maintained  within  Illinois,  lower  than  the  corresponding  Interstate 
rates  and  charges  authorized  In  Inereiued  Ratet,  1920,  58  I.  C.  C„  220. 
found  unduly  preferential  of  intrastate  shippers  and  localities,  ncdul; 
prejudicial  to  interstate  shippers  and  localities,  and  nnjuatlf  discrimina- 
tory against  interstate  commerce.  Previous  reports,  59  I.  C.  C,  350,  and 
60  I.  0.  C,  92.  Intrasute  Bates  Within  Illinois,  3S0. 
DISTANCE  RATES.    See  aUo  MiNiutni  Cuss  Scale. 

Class  and  commodity  rates  between  Meridian,  Miss.,  Mobile,  Selma,  Mont- 
gomery, Birmingham,  Demopolis,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  certain  points  In  Alabama  within  200  miles  of  Meridian,  on  the  otlier, 
proposed  In  compliance  with  the  Commisaion's  order  fn  Meridiati  Trafie 
Bureav,,  60  I.  0.  C,  5,  for  removal  of  undue  prejudice  found  to  exist 
U»lnst  Meridian,  fonnd  Justified  in  some  instances  and  not  In  otherH, 
and  reasonable  maximum  distance  scales  prescribed.  Meridian  Bate 
Case,  ITS. 

Proposal  in  distance  tariff  to  add  100  constructive  miles  for  crossing  tlM 
Hudson  River  by  bridge  at  Poughkeepsle,  N.  Y.,  found  not  Justified. 
Whether  resulting  rates  would  be  reasonable  or  unreasonable  or  what 
revenue  would  accrue  are  matters  of  speculation,  competitive  and  other 
conditions  would  have  to  be  considered  In  connection  with  each  rate, 
and  the  extent  to  which  such  constructive  mileage  would  be  used  is  hn- 
poBSible  of  determination  at  the  present  time.  The  Commission  Is  not 
warranted  in  giving  approval  to  a  proposal  so  vague,  indefinite,  and 
uncertain  in  Its  effect.  Constructive  Mileage  over  Poughkeepsle  Bridge, 
230. 

If  the  cost  of  constructing  and  maintaining  a  bridge  is  100  times  gresKr 
than  that  for  a  mile  of  track.  It  does  not  follow  that  100  constmctlve 
miles  should  be  allowed  for  movement  over  the  bridge  In  computing  dis- 
tance, upon  which  to  base  rates  for  transportation.    Id.  (233). 

Class  rates  from  Corinth,  Miss.,  to  points  In  Tennessee  between  Corinth 
and  Jackson,  Tenn.,  found  unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial  to 
Corinth  and  its  shippers,  as  compared  with  class  rates  to  the  same  ptAota 
from  Jackson.  Reasonable  maximum  distance  rates  prescribed. 
Corinth  Grocery  Co.  v.  M.  *  O.  R.  R.  Co.,  320. 

Rates  on  petroleum  and  products,  and  fuel  oil,  from  complainant's  leDnerr 
located  near  East  Bralntree.  Mass.,  on  tbe  Fore  River  B.  B.  Corporation, 
a  common  carrier  short  line,  to  destinations  In  New  EIngland,  found  on- 
reasonable  and  unduly  prejudicial  In  favor  of  competitors  located  wltbtn 
the  Providence,  B,  I.,  switching  district  and  at  other  shipping  points,  to 
extent  they  exceeded  the  standard  distance  basis  of  rates  applicable 
from  SQCh  competing  points  to  tbe  same  New  England  deetinatlona 
Beasonable  Joint  rates  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded.  Ha» 
aacbosetta  Oil  Beflnlng  Go.  v.  B.  &  A.  B.  B.  Co.,  535. 
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DISTANCE  RATES— Contlnnea. 

PropordoDal  class  rates  between  west-bflufc  Mississippi  River  croaslnes  and 
Muaon  Cltf,  Iowa,  on  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  offlclal  territory 
east  of  the  iDdUna-IIIlnols  state  line,  pnblisbed  by  carriers  pursuant  to 
tbe  Commission's  orders  In  Interior  lotca  Catei,  46  I.  C.  C,  39,  found  not 
unreasonable  or  unduly  preiudicial.  Alter  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 
619. 

DISTURBANCE  OF  ADJUSTMENT.    See  aUo  Restobcd  Rites. 

Increases  applied  nnder  Increated  Ratet,  1910,  S8  I.  C,  C,  220,  on  lumber 
and  forest  products  from  various  states  soutb  of  the  Ohio  Itiver  to  c.  f. 
a.  and  other  defined  territories,  disturbed  the  relationship  fonaerly  . 
existing  between  northern  and  southern  producing  points  to  coinniou 
markets,  and  attributed  to  a  general  depression  In  tbe  lumber  Industry. 
Rates  as  so  increased  foond  nnreasooable  for  the  future  and  reasonable 
basis  bearing  a  closer  relationship  to  that  which  existed  prior  to  the 
Increases  prescribed.    Southern  Hardwood  Traffic  Asso.  t>.  I.  C.  R.  R. 

ca.es. 

Rates  on  com  and  oats  were  Increased  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General  to  the  wheat  rate  basis,  while  from  and  to  other  point* 
in  the  same  general  territory  eueh  rates  were  increased  but  25  per  cent, 
not  exceeding  6  cents,  thereby  disturbing  the  ievel  of  rates  which  had 
existed  for  a  numl)er  of  years.  Subsequently  rate  parity  restored  by  ap- 
plication of  Increases  under  ttiat  order  without  regard  to  the  whent  rates. 
Rates  diarged  during  Interim  found  unreasonable  and  reparation 
awarded.    Flanley  Grain  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Afient,  126. 

Increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  Director  General  resulted  in  widen- 
ing the  differentials  which  existed  prior  to  such  increases.  Subsequently 
rates  reduced  but  former  differential  not  restored.  Held:  Neither 
Director  General's  departure  from  terms  of  his  general  orders  nor  the 
Butraequent  redaction  of  rates  is  necessarily  proof  that  rates  were  un- 
reasonable. Union  Traction  Co.  of  Indiana  ».  Director  General,  ai 
Agent,  157. 

Findings  in  original  report.  60  I.  C.  C,  983.  that  Increases  In  rates  on  add 
from  Hllisboro,  III.,  to  certain  Ohio  River  crossings  were  Justified,  modi- 
fied on  further  hearing.  Increases  found  to  be  no  longer  justified  as 
rates  from  Hillsboro  are  no  longer  on  the  basis  generally  in  effect  in  thia 
part  of  c.  f.  a.  territory  and  the  rates  from  Copperhill,  Tenn.,  to  Cindn- 
nati,  Ohio,  have  the  effect  of  eliminating  Hillsboro  from  that  market. 
Acid  from  Hillsboro  to  Ohio  River  Points,  383. 

Kates  on  green  coffee  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Jactson,  Mlsa.,  found  not 
anreasonable  prior  to  January  28,  1920.  on  which  date  such  rates  were 
revised  to  remove  a  disparity  and  restore  a  long  continued  relationship 
which  was  disrupted  by  the  increases  of  the  Director  General  under 
general  order  No.  28.  Such  rates  were  not,  distance  considered,  above 
tbe  general  level  of  rates  to  points  in  Mississippi.  Rates  on  and  after 
January  28  found  unreasonable  and  reasonable  rates  prescribed  and 
reparation  awarded.    MacGowan  Coffee  Co.  v.  I.  C.  R.  R.  Co.,  389. 

Due  to  the  aK>lication  of  Increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director 
General,  the  differential  relationship  of  rates  on  bituminous  coal  from 
group  mines  in  Indiana  and  Illinois  to  Chicago,  III.,  disrupted.  Subse- 
quently preexisting  relationship  restored.  Held:  Failure  to  observe  the 
terms  of  that  order,  filed  with  the  Commission  by  tbe  President  through 
Ids  duly  appointed  agent,  does  not  prove  that  the  rates  established  thera- 
under  were  unreasonable.  Carney  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  6TL 
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DISTURBANCE  OF  ADJUSTMENT— Con  tinned. 

Proposed  increased  rate  on  window  glaea  from  Ksnaas  and  Ohlaboma 
points  to  Slonx  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  which  would  disturb  the  long  standing 
spread  between  the  rates  to  Sioux  Falls  and  practically  every  other  re- 
lated point,  found  not  justlBed.  Window  Glass  from  Kansas  and  Okla- 
homa to  Sioux  Falls,  757,  * 
DIVERSION.    See  alto  Rbcorsignueht. 

Negligence  can  not  be  Imputed  to  carrier's  sEent  for  failure  to  divert  a 
shipment  before  arrival  at  orlglnallr  billed  destination  wh«Te  only  Infor- 
mation shown  In  reconsignment  order  was  car  number  and  initial  and 
that  car  was  in  transit  to  Shipper  at  ortglnHl  destination.  Shipper  failed 
to  give  point  of  origin,  route  of  movement,  commodity,  or  any  other  In- 
formation, and  made  no  request  to  protect  the  through  rate.  Facte  suffl- 
clent  to  Justify  agent  In  holding  the  order  until  arrival  of  the  car  and 
executing  the  Instructions  of  the  shipper  at  that  time.  Reeves  Coal  & 
Dock  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  469. 

Reason  and  common  prudence  would  dictate  that  a  shipper  asking  for  di- 
ver^on  of  a  car  in  transit  should  give  such  information  as  will  enable 
the  carriers  to  determine  not  only  the  character  of  the  shipment  bnt 
also  between  what  points  it  Is  moving,  in  order  that  thej  may  form  some 
idea  of  where  It  can  be  Intercepted.  Id.  (471). 
DIVISIONS. 

Cancellation  of  joint  rates  can  not  be  Justified  on  the  gronnd  that  the  divi- 
sions thereof  are  unsatisfactory.  If  satisfactory  divisions  can  not  be 
agreed  upon  between  carriers,  that  matter  may  be  presented  to  the  Com- 
mission in  an  appropriate  proceeding.  Routing  Reetrictloos  on  Lum- 
ber, S6. 

Upon  reargument,  divisions  of  Joint  class  rates  and  similar  Joint  com- 
modity rates  which  divide  on  the  class-rate  basis,  other  than  those  In 
which  the  Bangor  &  Aroostook  R.  R.  Co.  participates,  accruing  to  cer- 
tain carriers  In  New  England,  found  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  inequi- 
table for  the  future,  and  readjustment  prescribed.  Former  report  42 
I.  C.  0.,  fil3.    New  England  Divisions,  19G. 

Both  the  legislative  history  and  the  provisions  of  the  transportation  act, 
1920,  mabe  it  clear  that  the  purpose  of  Congress  In  this  leirislation  was 
broader  than  the  mere  regulation  of  indlvldnal  railroads.  Congress  yns 
endeavoring  to  assure  an  effective  transportation  system  for  the  nation, 
and  the  principle  was  recognized  that  the  various  carriers,  while  inde- 
pendently owned,  are  nevertheless  to  a  large  extent  interdepradent,  and 
that  they  owe  a  duty  to  one  another  in  the  public  InteresL  Upon  (lili 
foundation  rests  the  provision  of  paragraph  (6)  of  section  15  of  the  In- 
teratate  commerce  act.    Id.  (198). 

The  CommlsBlon's  power  over  divisions  is  founded  upon  the  public  interest. 
Carriers  are  mutually  dependent  parts  of  the  transportation  system;  tlia 
public  Interest  requires  that  all  essential  parts  be  maintained  in  effectlTe 
working  condition ;  the  relative  amount  and  cost  under  economical  and 
efBcIent  management  of  the  service  rendered  is  a  prime  factor  In  deter- 
mining the  fair  and  equitable  share  of  Joint  revenue  whicli  each  carrier 
shall  receive;  and  included  in  such  cost  is  a  due  proportloa  of  the  burden 
of  maintaining  the  financial  integrity  and  credit  of  the  carrier.  Id. 
(US). 
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DIVISIONS— CoDtlnaed. 

It  Is  Impossible  to  ovoid  tbe  coodasloa  that  CoogreBS  InteDded  tbe  relative 

.  flnanclal  needs  of  carriers,  so  far  as  tbese  needs  are  legitimate  and  Inci- 
dent to  the  transportation  service,  to  be  given  consideration  in  fixing  divi- 
sions; and  It  is  Just  and  rlgbt  tbat  this  should  be  so.    Id.  (199). 

Tbe  group  plan  of  increasing  rates  folloved  in  Increaied  Rates,  1B20,  EiS 
I.  C.  C,  220,  necessariif  results  In  inequality  of  return  to  tbe  various 
camera  Certain  of  them  gatu  a  larger  reward  than  they  would  receive 
if  it  were  practicable  to  fix  rates  for  Individual  companies,  while  others 
have  lesa  Yet  all  are  parts  of  the  national  traoBportatioD  system  and 
must  tte  adequately  maintained  if  they  are  not  to  be  abandoned,  and  due 
regard  for  the  public  interest  demands  that  the  Commission  give  these 
fortuitous  InequaUtles  consideration  In  the  fixing  of  divistona,    Id.  (109). 

It  is  inevitable  that  when  freight  rates  are  increased  the  carder  that  brings 
Its  fuel  and  other  supplies  from  a  distance  will  suffer  disproportionately. 
Id.  (300). 

In  a  case  Involving  divisions  the  Commission  may,  when  the  public  interest 
so  requires,  grant  immediate  relief  subject  to  later  readjustments,  as  It 
has  done  in  cases  Involving  g«ieral  increases  or  reductions  In  rates.  Id. 
(204). 

DIvlBioas  allowed  the  Chicago  &  Eastern  Illinois  B.  R.  Co.,  out  of  the  Joint 
rates  on  traffic  moving  between  points  on  that  line,  via  Thebes,  IIL,  and 
interstate  destinations  on  the  St  L.-S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  Interchanged  with  the 
latter  carrier  at  ObalTee,  Mo.,  except  where  such  Joint  rates  are  divided 
on  the  basis  of  a  mileage  prorate  to  and  from  Thebes  or  Chaffee,  found 
unjnst,  unreasonebte.  and  inequitable.  Reasonble  divisions  prescribed. 
Jackson  u.  8t.  L.-S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  309. 

Although  divisions  of  rates  can  not  be  based  wholly  on  the  flnanclal  condi- 
tions of  carriers,  it  is  one  of  the  elements  t^iat  may  properly  be  consid- 
ered by  the  Commission.    Id.  (369). 

Proposed  cancellation  of  Joint  rates  from  points  on  the  Interstate  Public 
Service  Co.  and  connecting  lines  to  points  on  the  Indiana,  Columbus  & 
Eastern  Traction  Co.  and  points  beyond,  found  not  Jnatifled.  Proposed 
cancellation  is  an  outgrowth  of  the  Inability  of  carriers  to  agree  upon 
divisions.    Rate  Cancellation  from  Indiana  to  Ohio,  449  (491). 

The  shipping  public  must  not  be  made  to  suffer  because  of  a  dlBagreemenl 
between  carriers  over  divisions.  The  act  prescribes  a  method  for  adjust- 
ing such  controversies.    Id.  (461). 

That  a  carrier  deducts  an  amount  greater  than  Is  paid  by  It  for  tbe  use 
of,a  bridge  before  dividing  a  Joint  rate  with  its  connections  does  not 
of  Itself  confer  Jurisdiction  upon  tbe  Commission  to  presciibe  the  amount 
to  be  paid  for  that  use.    That  portion  of  the  act  which  confers  upon 
*  the  Commission  Jurisdiction  to  establish  Just  dlTlstona  of  Joint  rates 

refers  only  to  divisions   "between  the  carriers  subject  to  this  act." 
Keokuk  ft  Hanrtlton  Bridge  Co.  v.  W.  By.  Co.,  545  <&48). 

In  attempting  to  Justify  tbe  reasonbblenesB  of  a  Joint  rate  from  points  Id 
Canada  to  points  in  the  United  States,  tbe  American  carriers  contended 
that  the  division  recMved  by  them  for  the  haul  within  the  United  States 
was  not  unreasonable  or  excessive.    Held:  Commission  must  consider 
the  reasonabl^ess  of  the  Joint  rate  as  a  whole.    International  Nickel 
Co.  0.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  627  (631). 
DOMESTIC  BILL  OF  LADING.    Bee  Bill  or  Ladino. 
DOMESTIC  RATES.    See  Export  Ani>  Douianc;  Impost  and  Dohbbtio. 
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DOUBLE  CHARGE. 

A  cbarg«  Is  not  Deceesarlly  tmlawtul  because  It  la  made  op  of  two  sepanlelr 
irabliebed  cbargea.  -Tbe  real  qaestion  Is  as  to  the  propriet;  of  tbe.as- 
gregate  charge.    American  Wholesale  Lnmber  Asso.  v.  Director  Genial, 
as  Agent,  393  (397). 
DOUBLE  INCREASE. 

Both  factors  of  combination  rate  Increased  nnder  general  order  No.  S8 
of  the  Director  General.  Contention  that  failure  of  carriers  to  amend 
their  tariffs  to  comply  with  freight  rate  authorltf  Bat>8eqQent]7  issned 
directing  the  application  of  Increases  under  that  order  but  once  to  the 
through  rate,  resulted  In  unreasonable  rates,  Eeld:  Higher  ratee  charged 
and  legally  applicable  may  not  be  condemned  upon  the  mere  showing  that 
carriers  failed  to  comply  with  Instructions  Issued  by  tbe  Director  Gen- 
eral. Tuffll  Bros.  Pig  Iron  &  Coke  Co.  v.  Director  G^eral,  as  A^ait, 
128. 

Combination  rates  on  coat,  both  factors  of  which  were  Increased  nnder 
general  order  No.  28  oC  the  Director  General,  found  not  unreasonable  aa 
compered  with  lower  Joint  rates  subsequently  established,  constructed  by 
addition  of  but  a  single  Increase  to  the  aggregates  of  the  several  factors. 
The  application  of  general  increases  under  that  order  to  tbe  several 
factors  of  a  combination  does  not,  In  and  of  Itself,  warrant  a  condemna- 
tion of  the  Increased  aggregate  rate.  Nye  Schneider  Fowler  Co.  c.  Di- 
rector General,  as  Agent,  145. 

Applying  Increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  to 
eacb  factor  of  combination  rates  on  smlthine  coal  moving  in  bulk  to 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  there  sacked  and  forwarded  to  destinations  In  western 
territory,  while  applying  but  a  single  Increase  to  the  through  rates 
on  such  coal  when  moving  through  In  bulk  found  not  unreasonable. 
Combination  clauses  under  tbat  order  relate  specifically  to  throng 
continuous  movements,  while  the  coal  sacked  by  complainant  moves 
Into  and  out  of  Its  yards  In  distinct  and  separate  movements.  Romann 
&.  Bush  Pig  Iron  &  Coke  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  147. 

Combination  rates  on  bituminous  and  small  sizes  of  anthracite  cool  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania  and  Fairmont,  W.  Va..  to  Rutnford  and 
South  Brewer,  Me.,  botb  factors  of  which  were  Increased  under  general 
order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General,  found  unreasonable  as  compared 
with  rates  between  other  points  to  which  but  a  single  increase  to  the 
through  rate  was  added.  Reparation  awarded  to  basis  of  rates  subse- 
quently established.    Oxford  Paper  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  ^ent,  159. 

Bates  constructed  by  tbe  application  of  the  Increases  under  general  order 
No.  28  of  the  Director  General  separately  to  both  the  applicable  rate 
and  out-of-llne  charge  named  In  a  tariff  separate  from  the  tariffa  naming 
the  rates.  Instead  of  but  once  to  the  aggregate  of  such  charges,  found  oot  ■ 
unreasonable.  Lack  of  compliance  with  general  order  No.  28  does  not 
of  Itself,  afford  a  basis  for  a  finding  of  unreasonableness.  Buhler  Mill 
&  Elevator  Co.  v.  Director  GfJieral,  as  Agent,  813. 
DUTY  OP  CARRIER. 

Tbe  positive  duty  of  carriers  under  section  1-  goes  no  farther  than  to 
provide  such  facilities  as  are  reasonably  suflieient  for  tbe  boslness  at 
particular  points.    Omaha  Packing  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  By.  Co.,  44  (49). 

eetac 


D.qitizeabyG00l^lc 


INDEX  DIGEST.  871 

DUTY  OF  CARRIBR— ContiDued. 

The  Commission  must  assume  tbat  Cuogress  legislated  on  the  subject  of 
the  duties  of  common  carriers  b7  railroad  concerning  ttie  receipt  and 
delivery  of  live  stock  with  full  knowledge  of  the  law  as  declared  by  Ok 
Supreme  Court  In  Covington  Btock-Tardt  Co.  t.  Keith,  139  D.  B^  128, 
and  therefore  with  the  knowledge  and  purpose  that  public  stockyardi 
would  be  open  to  all  shlpiiers  and  consignees  as  the  terminals  of  the 
carriers.    Id.  (51). 

Hie  furnishing  of  storage  Is  not  a  primary  function  of  tbe  railroads.  Ameri- 
can Wholesale  Lumber  Assa  v.  Director  Qeneral.  as  Agent,  383  (407). 
DUTY  OF  COMMISSION. 

The   Interstate  commerce  act    requires  a   practical   administration,    and 
prompt  action  where  that  is  necessary  In  the  public  interest    New  Bof- 
laod  Divisions,  196  (204). 
DUTY  OF  SHIPPBR. 

Reason  and  commoa  prudence  would  dictate  that  a  shipper  askins  for 
diversion  of  a  car  In  transit  should  give  such  Information  as  will  enable 
tbe  carriers  to  determine  not  only  the  character  of  tbe  shipment  but  also 
between  what  points  it  is  moving,  in  order  that  they  may  form  some  idea 
of  where  it  can  be  intercepted.  Reeves  Coal  &  Dock  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  469  (471), 
EARNINGS. 

In  snd  of  themselves,  car-mile  earnings  as  low  as  12  or  13  cents  on  wool 
In  the  grease  found  not  excessive.    Botany  Worsted  Mills  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  550  (558-559). 
KASTBOUND  AND  WESTBODND. 

Empty  car  movement  predominates  westbound.     Empties  are  in  greater 
demand  for  eastbound  than  for  westbound  loading.    La  Crosse  Shippers' 
Asso.  v.  A.  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  371  (373). 
ECONOMIC  CONDITIONS.    See  Couubbcial  and  Gconoiiic  CoRDmoiiB. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE. 

Rates  named  In  a  tariff  published  after  the  Issuance  of  general  order 
No.  28  of  the  Director  General,  but  not  to  become  effective  until  after 
the  effective  date  of  that  order,  found  to  be  subject  to  the  Increase 
of  25  per  cent  provided  thereunder.  Growers  Rice  Milling  Go.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  165, 
ELECTRIC  LINES. 

Upon  supplemaital  report,  intrastate  rates  and  charges  of  certain  electric 
lines,  required  by  state  authority  to  be  maintained  within  IlUools,  lower 
than  tbe  corresponding  interstate  rates  and  charges  authorised  In 
Iiure<ued  Rate*.  1920,  58  I.  C.  C,  220,  found  unduly  preferential  of  In- 
trastate shippers  and  localities,  unduly  prejudicial  to  Interstate  sUppers 
and  localities,  and  unjustly  discriminatory  against  interstate  commerce. 
Previous  reports,  69  I.  C.  C  350,  and  60  1.  C.  C  92.  Intrastate  Batea 
Within  IlUnois,  350. 

Pnqwsed  cancellation  of  joint  rates  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  over  the 
Terre  Haute,  Indianapolis  ft  Eastern  Traction  Co.  and  the  Dayton  ft 
Western  Traction  Co.  to  points  on  the  Indiana,  Columbus  ft  Eastern 
Traction  Co.  east  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  points  on  counectlnK  lines;  and 
proposed  cancellation  of  joint  rates  from  points  on  the  Interstate  Public 
Service  Ca  and  connecting  lines  to  points  on  the  Indiana,  Columbus  ft 
Eastern  Traction  Co.,  and  points  beyond ;  which  will  result  in  the  appli- 
cation of  higher  GombinatloDB,  found  not  justified.  Bate  cancelUtloa 
from  Indiana  to  Ohio,  449. 
06LC.O. 
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BMBABGOGS. 

Contention  that  carrlerB  havtng.establlsbed  throngb  rates  and  provided  for 
reconelgnnieiit  it  was  unlawful  to  assess  penalty  cbarges  upon  ahlpmaita 
'leld  on  account  of  embargoes,  aotwittistandlug  tariff  proTifliona  to  tbe 
effect  that  reconsignmeDt  orders  would  not  be  accepted  to  a  point  against 
whlcb  an  embargo  was  in  force  at  the  time  shipment  was  forwarded 
from  point  of  origin,  not  sustained.  American  Wholesale  Lumber  Assa 
V.  Director  Qcneral,  as  Agent,  363  (3fl8>. 

The  law  does  not  require  that  embargo  notices  be  published  as  aCbed- 
ules  are  pubilebed.  As  a  practical  matter,  the  conditions  neces- 
sitating embargoes  frequently  develop  and  end  quickly.  To  wail  until 
a  schedule  could  be  published  and  become  effective  would,  therefore, 
defeat  the  object  sought.  On  the  other  hand,  to  keep  an  embargo  la 
effect  until  a  schedule  could  be  legally  canceled  would  work  unwarranted 
hardship  upon  the  public.    Id.  (398). 

If  a  shipper  habitually  delays  cars  for  unloading  at  destination,  carrlen 
may  place  an  embargo  against  freight  consigned  to  him  and  thus  prev^it 
further  detention  of  equipment;  It  shipper  habitually  delays  loading  cars 
carrier  may  refuse  further  supply  and  thus  prevent  detention  and  accu- 
mulation of  cars  at  the  loading  point    Id.  (405). 

On  account  of  various  Strikes  embargoes  were  placed  against  certain 
points.  Demurrage  charges  assessed  on  shlpmeDts  on  which  reconslga- 
ment  to  such  points  refused,  found  Illegal  as  applicable  tariff  contained 
no  provision  prohibiting  reconsignment  to  embargoed  points.  Reparation 
awarded.    Schaefer  v.  L.  V.  R.  R.  Co.,  549. 

Demurrage  charges  assessed  on  shipments  originating  during  erlsteoce  of 
an  embargo,  but  which  were  ordered  reconslgned  subsequent  to  the  re- 
moval of  such  embargo,  found  unreasonable.  Such  a  rule  waa  con 
demned  by  the  Commission  In  the  Recottsti/nment  Case,  47  I.  C.  C,  990, 
and  other  cases.    Reparation  awarded.    Id.  (549). 

Although  applicable  tariff  gOTemlng  reconsignment  did  not  contain  t 
limitation  upon  reconsignment  to  embargoed  points,  carrier  contaded 
that  the  provision  In  a  general  reconsignment  tariff  was  broad  enough 
to  put  shippers  upon  notice,  and  that  denmrrage  accruing  thereunder 
was  l^ally  asseased.  Held:  This  position  untenable,  since  shipper's 
rights  and  obligations  are  determined  by  the  applicable  governing  tariff 
and  not  by  knowledge  of  carrler'a  usual  practice  Indicated  by  other 
general  tariffs.    Id.  (551). 

Embargoes  brought  about  by  severe  congestion  of  trafflc  were  In  effect 
when  shipmenta  originated,  but  alnce  tariffs  contained  no  reatrictioa 
against  reconsignment  to  embargoed  points,  demurrage  charges  aseQBsed 
for  car  detention  resulting  therefrom,  found  Illegal.  ReparatlMi 
awarded.    Erauss  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  Qeneral,  aa  Ag^it,  63T. 

Obligation  to  accept  articles  tendered  for  transportation  la  governed  by 
general  principles  of  law;  to  reconslgn,  by  rules  lawfully  on  file  with 
the  Commission.  The  right  to  refuse  shl[Hnents  temporarily  for  good 
cause  by  establlsbment  of  embargoes,  which  are  not  required  to  be 
filed,  is  recognized.  The  right  to  reconslgn  depends  entirely  upon  the 
construction  of  the  rules,  which  are  reqnlred  to  be  filed  In  the  aame 
manner  as  ratea.  If  carriers  do  not  restrict  such  rules  to  the  extent 
of  their  capacity  to  perform  the  service,  the  shipper  can  not  be  held 
liable  for  detentlo/i  when  it  is  not  directly  responsible  therefor  and 
can  not  abate  the  cause  thereof,  as  In  the  case  of  an  embargo,  wblct 
Is  a  dlsabUlty  of  the  carrier.    Id.  (639). 
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BHEBGBNOr  SHIPMENT.    Bee  Spoudic  Movkuert. 

EMPTY  MOVEMENT. 

Kmpty  car  tnovement  predomlnalea  weatbonud.  Empties  an  In  greater 
demand  (or  eaatbouDd  tban  for  weBtbound  loading.  La  Crosse  Shippers' 
Asso.  V.  A.  A.  E.  H.  Co.,  371  (373). 

ENGINES.    See  LocouorivEa. 

EQUALIZING  RATES. 

Proposed  Increased  rates  on  grain  and  grain  products,  c  1  and  1.  c  L, 
from  Memphis,  Tepo.,  to  Carolina  terrltorr,  when  orlKlnatlng  in  Arlun- 
BSB,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Louisiana,  which  will  equalise  tbe  rates 
from  the  southwest  when  moving  through  MMnptils  with  those  from 
so-called  equalization  territory  when  roorlng  through  gateways  north 
of  Memphis,  found  Justified.  Grain  and  Grain  Products  from  Mem- 
phis, 19. 

EQUIPMENT,    Bee  alio  Locouorma. 

Upon  tbe  resumption  of  corporate  control  and  operation,  the  Petmsylvanla 
B.  R.  Co.  awarded  to  t^e  Baldwin  LocomotWe  Works  a  contract  for 
the  repair  of  200  locomotlres,  while  malDtalning  shops  on  Its  own 
line  for  soch  work.  Upon  luTestlgatlon,  the  cost  to  reepondent  was 
over  $3,000,000  In  excess  of  the  cost  at  which  the  work  mieht  bave  bees 
done  in  its  own  shops,  and  Included  work  paid  for  twice  In  some  In- 
stances. Such  work  could  have  been  done  In  respondent's  own  shops 
within  a  reasonable  time  by  an  appropriate  coordination  of  efforts  and 
reasonable  added  exertion.  Construction  and  Repair  of  Rr.  Equipment : 
Penn.  R.  R.  Co.,  69*. 
Conlracta  negotiated  by  the  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  R.  Co.  In  1920  for  the 
repair  of  SO  of  Its  locomotives  by  the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works,  al- 
though based  upon  excessive  costs,  not  found.  In  the  circumstaDces  dis- 
closed, to  have  been  unwarranted.  Construction  and  Repair  of  By. 
Equipment :  A.  C.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  727. 
Under  contracts  negotiated  In  1920  with  certain  locomotlTe  construction 
companies,  195  locomotives  of  tbe  New  York  Central  R.  R.  were  sent  to 
contract  shops  for  classlRed  repalra  Upon  investlgatitm  the  cost  to 
respondent  was  in  tbe  neighborhood  of  $3,000,000  In  excess  of  tbe  cost  of 
similar  work  In  its  own  shops,  and  sucb  respondent  conld  have  repaired 
at  least  the  greater  numl^er  of  the  locomotives  in  Its  own  shops  within 
tbe  time  in  which  the  contract  work  was  done.  Construction  and  Repair 
of  Ry.  Equipment:  N.  T.  O.  R.  R.  Co..  732. 

ERROR. 

Carrier's  agent  billed  sblpmenta  to  wrong  destination  and  teamster,  em- 
ployed by  complainant  to  load  cars  only,  accepted  and  signed  the  bUls  of 
lading.  Hel4:  As  authority  not  delegated  to  teamster  to  direct  the  move- 
ment of  the  cars,  the  acceptance  and  slgnlng'of  the  bills  of  ladlnt  by 
him  did  not  bind  complainant.  Shipments  found  misrouted  and  repara- 
tion awarded.    Phoenix  Refining  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  Ry.  Co,  303. 

ESTIMATED  WEIGHT.     Bee  Wkioht. 

EVIDENCE.    Bee  aUo  PBOor. 

Defendants  contended  that  allegations  of  complaint  were  not  soffldently 
explicit  to  put  them  on  notice  that  complainants  would  present  their 
case  with  reference  mainly  to  branch-line  points.  When  asked  if  they 
desired  rehearing  or  further  hearing  to  answer  complainant's  case  as  to 
sach  branches,  defendants  stated  they  did  not.  Bel4:  Complainants  were 
within  allegations  of  complaints  In .  presenting  evidence  of  tbe  rates 
on  these  branch  lines  to  show  undue  prejudice.  State  of  Idaho,  ex  rd 
w.  Director  General,  830  (332).  CiOOqIc 
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EXCEPTIONS. 

Rates  charged  on  Intrastate  ahipments  of  box  board  moving  dnrins  fed- 
eral control  found  legally  applicable  and  not  unreasonable,  as  prorisloii 
published  Id  exceptious  and  tariff  naming  class  rates  charged  provided 
that  "  no  rate  shall  be  applied  on  traRlc  moving  under  class  rates  lower 
than  amount  for  tbe  respective  classes,  and  the  minimum  shall  be  the 
rate  for  tbe  class  at  which  that  article  is  rated  In  the  dassiScation 
applying  In  the  territory  where  the  shipments  move."  Ft.  Wayne  Corni- 
gated  Paper  Oo.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent.  669. 

Exceptions  to  tbe  classItlcBtlon  publishing  rates  as  percentages  of  certain 
class  rates  does  not  In  and  of  Itself  provide  a  specific  rate,  but  requires 
reference  to  the  tariff  naming  class  rates.    Such  rates  can  tn  no  sense 
be  considered  specific  commodity  rates.    Id.  (GTO). 
EXPOET  AND  DOMESTIC. 

Tack  plate  shipped  from  Vandergrift,  Pa.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  for  export, 
bnt  due  to  vessel  for  which  originally  Intended  being  commandeered  tty 
one  of  the  nations  then  at  war,  was  reconeigned  to  New  Tork,  N.  Y.,  or 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  exported  from  those  porta.  Held:  Domestic  de- 
murrage charges  accruing  at  Baltimore  found  not  unrea.<<onab1e  following 
Latary  Lumber  Co.,  58  I.  C,  C,  113,  and  Heid  Brothera,  55  I.  C.  C,  416. 
British  United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.  (Ltd.)  v.  P.  R.  R.  Co.,  661. 
EXPORT  BILL  OP  LADING. 

Upon  further  bearing,  certain  conditions  In  tbe  through  export  bill  of 
lading,  heretofore  prescribed  by  tbe  Oommission  In  64  I.  C.  C,  347, 
modified   In  certain   particulars  upon   recommendations   made  by  the 
United  States  Shipping  Board.    Export  Bill  of  Lading,  687. 
EXTENSION  OP  LINE. 

Complaint  praying  for  tbe  Issuance  of  an  order  under  paragraph  (21)  of 
section  1  of  the  act  requiring  tbe  C,  B.  &  Q.  R.  R.  Co.  to  extend  Its 
line  from  Erlcson  to  Chambers,  Nebr. ;  Held:  Proposed  extension  la  not 
reasonably  required  in  the  Interest  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
and  the  Issuance  of  the  order  prayed  for  would  require  defendant  to 
Invest  a  large  sum  of  money  in  an  undertaking  which  at  the  outset 
would  not  be  a  financial  success,  and  would  not  hold  out  hope  for  tbe 
future.    Cooke  «.  C,  B.  &  Q.  E.  R.  Ca,  452. 

An  order  requiring  a  carrier  to  extend  Its  line  in  the  Interest  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  and  Involving  as  a  necessary  Incident  ex- 
penses which  would  Impair  the  ability  of  the  carrier  to  perform  Its  duty 
to  tbe  public  would  be  a  contradiction.  On  the  other  hand,  no  order 
could  be  issued  requiring  an  extension,  unless  reasonably  required  In 
tbe  Interest  of  public  convenience  and  necessity.  Both  of  the  conditions 
must  be  satisfied,  id.  (452-403). 
PA(3T0R.    See  aUo  Pbopobtiok*!,  Batks. 

Increased  charges  initiated  by  the  Director  General  under  general  order 
No.  26  and  assessed  on  stone  moving  during  fedenl  control  from  points 
in  the  Indiana  limestone  district  to  various  destinations  found  unrea- 
sonable to  extent  tb'at  charges  for  preliminary  services  from  quarries 
to  mills  and  similar  movements  exceeded  charges  subsequently  estab- 
lished. Reparation  awarded.  Bedford  Out  Stone  Oo.  v.  Director  Gen- 
eral, as  Agent,  26. 
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PACTTOR — Con  t<  d  ued . 

Class  rst«3  on  rabbits,  not  dresseil,  from  points  In  Kansas  and  Nebraska 
to  Cblcago,  111.,  Detroit,  Mlcb.,  Phtladelpbla,  Pa.,  a'nd  New  York,  N.  I., 
found  unreasonable  to  extent  that  enlarges  oa  sbipmeate  to  Cblcago 
ex<%eded  lower  commodity  rates  subsequently  established,  and  throDgti 
combination  rates  on  ahipnients  to  points  beyond  Chicago  found  uurea- 
eonable  to  extent  that  components  east  thereof  exceeded  the  thlrd-clus 
rates  contemporaneously  In  effect.  Beparatlon  awarded.  Jerpe  Com* 
mission  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  131, 

Combination  rates  to  and  from  Itlvesville  Junction.  W.  Va.,  on  bitumlnons 
coal  moving  from  Hood  mine,  South  Rlvesvllle,  W.  Va.,  to  destinations 
In  New  York  and  New  Jersey,  found  not  unreasonable  due  to  the  factor 
from  the  mine  to  the  junction  point.  No  other  shipments  have  moved 
over  these  routes,  no  request  has  ever  been  made  for  a  specific  rats 
from  tbe  mine  to  tbe  junction  and  no  future  movement  Is  contemplated. 
Fairmont  &.  Cleveland  Coal  Co.  v.  Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent,  293. 

Combination  through  rate  on  bauxite  ore  from  Republic,  Oa.,  to  Cblcago 
Heights,  III,,  found  not  unreasonable  because  of  the  subsequent  reduc- 
tion of  the  factor  from  Ohio  River  crossings.  Few  shipments  have  been 
made  from  and  to  these  points  and  no  movement  in  the  near  future  la 
contemplated.    General  Chemical  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  443. 

Combination  rates  on  fuller's  earth  from  Midway,  Qulncy.  and  Ellenton, 
Fla.,  to  Oklahoma  City,  Ohia.,  found  unreasonable  and  unduly  preju- 
dicial to  extent  that  the  components  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Oklahoma 
City  exceeded  the  components  from  Memphis  to  Cushlng,  Okmulgee, 
Tulsa,  and  Muskogee,  Okla.,  and  Independence  and  Arkansas  City,  Kans. 
Reparation  awarded.  Choate  OU  Corp.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 
562. 
FEDERAL  CONTROL. 

Increased  charges  initiated  by  the  Director  General  under  general  order 
No.  28  and  assessed  on  stone  moving  durlog  federal  control  from  points 
In  the  Indiana  limestone  district  to  vsrlous  destinations  found  unreason- 
able to  extent  that  chartres  for  preliminary  services  from  quarries  to 
mills  end  simitar  movements  exceeded  charges  subsequently  established, 
Iteparatfon  awarded.  Bedford  Cut  Stone  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  26. 

Carriers  established  the  4.5  cent  Increase  in  lieu  of  the  2S  per  cent  In- 
crease on  petroleum  and  products  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General,  within  western  territory,  and  from  that  territory  te 
the  southeast.  Failure  to  establish  a  like  adjustment  to  southeastern 
destinations  from  TV'ood  River  and  East  St.  Louis,  III.,  and  between 
points  within  the  southeast  until  tariffs  could  be  published  establishing 
rates  rellectlng  the  4.5  cent  Increase  for  both  federal  and  nonfederal 
roads,  found  not  to  have  resulted  In  unreasonable  rates  on  shipments 
moving  daring  interim.  Standard  Oil  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  37. 

Rates  on  corn  and  oats  were  Increased  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General  to  the  wheat  rate  basis,  while  from  and  to  other  points 
In  the  same  general  territory  such  rates  were  increased  but  25  per  cent, 
not  exceeding  6  cents,  thereby  disturbing  the  level  of  rates  which  had 
existed  for  a  numt)er  of  years.  Subsequently  rate  parity  restored  by 
application  of  increases  uuder  that  order  without  regard  to  the  wheat 
rates.  Rates  charged  during  Interim  found  anreasonable  and  reparation 
awarded.    Flanley  Grain  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  126.  I  -, 

66I.C.C. 


876  INDEX  DIGEST. 

FEDERAL  CONTROL— Continued. 

Both  factors  of  coiDbiiiatioD  rate  Increased  under  general  order  No.  28  of 
the  Director  General,  Contention  that  (allure  of  carriers  to  amend  tbelr 
tariffs  to  comply  witb  freight  rate  authority  subaeqnently  issued  direct- 
iag  the  application  of  Increases  under  that  order  but  once  to  the  tbroneh 
rate,  resulted  In  unreasonable  rates.  Held:  Higher  rates  charged  and 
legally  applicable  may  not  be  condemned  upon  the  mere  showing  that 
carriers  failed  to  comply  witb  Instructions  issued  by  the  Director  Gen- 
eral.   Tumi  Bros.  Pig  Iron  &  Coke  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  129. 

Rule  for  dispoBltloa  of  fractious  under  general  order  No.  28  of  tbe 
Director  Oeneral  applied  only  to  rates  quoted  In  dtdlars  or  dollars  and 
cents  per'ton.  Such  rule  did  not,  and  could  not,  by  any  reasonable  in- 
terpretation qualify  another  rule,  which  was  complete  In  Itself  and 
q»ecifically  provided  for  the  application  of  rates  stated  in  cents  per  ton 
or  other  unit.  Shipments  found  overcharged  and  reparation  awarded. 
Hercules  Mining  Co.  v.  Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent,  140. 

Goinbisatlon  rates  on  coal,  both  factors  of  which  were  Increased  under 
general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General,  found  not  unreasonable  aa 
compared  with  lower  joint  rates  subsequently  established,  constructed 
by  addition  of  but  a  single  increase  to  the  aggregate  of  the  several 
factors.  The  application  of  general  increases  under  that  order  to  tti« 
several  (actors  of  a  combination  does  not,  in  and  of  itself,  warrant  a 
condemnation  of  the  increased  aggregate  rate.  Nye  Schneider  Fowler 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  145. 

Applying  Increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  to 
each  factor  of  combination  rates  on  smithing  coal  moving  in  bulk  to  St. 
Louis,  Mo,,  there  sacked  and  forwarded  to  destinations  in  western  terri- 
tory, white  applying  but  a  single  increase  to  the  through  rates  on  such 
coal  when  moving  through  in  bulk,  found  not  unreasonable.  Combina- 
tion clauses  under  that  order  relate  specifically  to  through  continuoua 
movements,  while  the  coal  sacked  by  complainant  moves  into  and  out 
.  of  its  yards  in  distinct  and  separate  movements.  Bomann  &  Bush  Pig 
Iron  &  Coke  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  147. 

Increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  Director  General  resulted  In  wldea- 
Ing  dlfterentials  whlcti  existed  prior  to  such  increases.  Subsequentlj' 
rates  reduced,  but  former  differentials  not  restored.  Heli:  Neither 
Director  General's  departure  from  terms  of  his  general  orders  nor  tha 
subsequent  reduction  of  rates  Is  necessarily  proof  that. rates  were  nnraa- 
sonable.  Union  Traction  Co.  of  Indiana  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agoit, 
157. 

Combination  rates  on  bituminous  and  small  sizes  of  anthracite  coal  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania  and  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  to  Rnmfiwl  and  South 
Brewer,  Me,,  both  factors  of  which  were  Increased  under  general  order 
No.  28  of  the  Director  General,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with 
rates  between  other  points  to  which  but  a  single  increase  to  the  throagh 
rate  was  added.  Reparation  awarded  to  basis  of  rates  subsequently 
established.    Oxford  Paper  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  158. 

Whether  rates  made  effective  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director 
General  were  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful  must  be  determined 
upon  considerations  apart  from  the  construction  of  that  order.    Id.  (163>. 

Rates  named  in  a  tariff  published  after  the  issuance  of  general  order  No. 
28  of  the  Director  General,  but  not  to  become  effective  until  after  the 
effective  date  of  that  order,  found  to  be  subject  to  tbe  Increase 
of  25  per  cent  provided  thereunder.  Growers  Rice  Milling  Co.  v.  Direc- 
tor General,  as  Agent,  165.  68 1.  C.  C. 
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Wbetber  the  reenltlDK  rate  was  iiDreBBODable  or  othenvlee  nnlawful  1b 
the  controlling  Tact  to  be  determined  In  passing  upon  Increases  promol- 
fated  under  general  order  Nn.  2S  of  the  Director  General,  and  not 
whether  a.  rate  was  lacreaaed  In  strict  compliance  with  the  terms  or  the 
Intention  of  that  order.  Citizens  Goal  Mining  Go.  v.  Director  General, 
u  Agent,  271   (272). 

Where  carrier  was  not  under  federal  control,  its  absorption  provisions  on 
Intrastate  traffic  were  not  subject  to  the  Comtnlsslon'H  Jurisdiction  during 
the  federal  control  period.    Id.  (273). 

Contention  that  the  language  of  the  federal  coutrol  act  did  not  gtve  power 
to  the  President  or  the  Director  General  to  assess  a  penalty ;  and  that 
Congress  could  not  have  given  either  of  them  that  power  because  the 
ImpoeltfoD  of  a  penalty  Is  a  legislative  function  which  can  not  be  dele- 
gated. Held:  The  Director  General  was  authorized  to  Inaugurate  anf 
reasonable  and  Just  regulation  and  practice  which  he  might  find  neces- 
sary to  eliminate  the  abuse  of  excessive  and  unreasonable  detention 
of  freight  cars.  American  Wholesale  Lumber  Asso.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  3&3  (396). 

On  shipments  moving  during  federal  control,  bill  of  lading  contained  In- 
structions as  to  both  rate  and  route.  Rate  named  wus  not  applicable 
over  any  route  of  the  receiving  carrier,  but  was  applicable  over  the  route 
of  another  line  to  which  shipper  might  have  delivered  tbe  shipment  had 
he  so  elected.  Held;  Shipments  mlsrouted  where  both  of  the  csrrlers  at 
point  of  origin  were  federally  controlled,  since  they  were  "  being  oper- 
ated under  a  unified  and  coordinated  national  control  and  not  in  compe- 
tition."   Mulb^  Salt  Cki.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent.  441. 

Rates  on  gasoline.  In  tank-car  loads,  as  originally  Increased  25  per  cent 
under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General,  found  not  unreason- 
able as  compared  with  lower  rate  subsequently  established  when  such 
rates  were  readjusted  by  the  substitution  of  a  flat  4.5  cent  increase  in 
Ueu  of  "25  per  cent.    Wofford  Oil  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  509. 

In  cases  arising  out  of  federal  control  neither  the  percentage  nor  the 
amount  by  which  a  rate  was  increased  under  general  order  No.  28  or 
other  freight  rate  authorities  of  the  Director  General  constitutes  proof 
of  unreasonableness.  Any  general  increaae  necessarily  disturbs  preex- 
isting rates,  either  by  varying  amounts,  if  it  be  a  percentage  Increase, 
or  by  Vi.rying  percentages,  if  It  be  a  fiat  increase.    Id,  (610). 

Rates  constructed  by  the  application  of  the  increases  under  general  order 
No.  28  of  the  Director  General  separately  to  both  the  applicable  rate 
and  out-of-line  charge  named  In  a  tariff  separate  from  the  tariffs  naming 
the  rates,  instead  of  but  once  to  the  aggregate  of  such  charges,  found  not 
unreasonable.  Lack  of  compliance  with  general  order  No.  28  does  not, 
of  itself,  afford  a  basis  for  a  finding  of  unreasonableness.  Buhler 
Mill  A  Elevator  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  613. 

The  fact  that  rates  were  not  established  in  strict  conformity  with  the 
provIsloDs  of  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  Is  insufflcient 
In  Itself  to   support   a  flnding  of    un reasonableness.    Central   lUlnola 
Light  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent.  623  (6^). 
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Diflerent  rates  were  in  effect  over  two  routes  between  the  same  points. 
Routes  practically  the  same  In  length  and  subject  to  the  same  transporta- 
tion conditions.  Eeld:  In  view  of  the  fact  that  carriers  were  operated 
under  a  unified  and  coordinated  national  control,  and  not  In  compeUtioo, 
It  was  unreasonable  for  the  Director  General  to  maintain  a  hitter  rata 
over  one  route  than  contemporaneously  applied  over  the  other.  Ameiicaii 
Agricultural  Chemical  Co.  v.  Director  Cieneral,  as  Agent,  WO. 

Excluding  the  period  of  federal  control  as  provided  In  section  206  <f) 
of  the  transportation  act,  1920.  claim  (or  reparation  for  causes  of  action 
arising  prior  to  federal  control,  found  not  barred  by  the  statute  of  limi- 
tations and  within  the  Commtssion's  Jurisdiction.  British  United  Sboe 
Machinery  Co.  (Ltd.)  v.  P.  R.  R.  Co.,  661. 

Domestic  rate  on  Import  shipments  of  kapok,  moving  from  San  FrancisPo, 
Calif.,  to  Chicago,  III.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  Boston,  Mass.,  assessed  ns  a 
result  of  the  cancellation  of  all  import  rates  by  the  Director  General 
under  general  order  No.  28,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded 
Import  rate  subsequently  established  on  feathers  and  certain  kinds  of 
flber  with  which  knpok  is  (nirly  comparable.  Reparation  awarded. 
Dutton  Co.  ti.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  663. 

Rates  charged  on  Intrastate  shipments  of  box  board,  moving  during  fed- 
eral control,  found  legally  applicable  and  not  unreasonable,  as  provision 
published  in  exceptions  and  tarifF  naming  class  rates  charged  provided 
that  "  no  rate  shall  be  applied  on  traffic  moving  under  class  rates  lower 
than  amount  for  the  respective  classes,  and  the  minimum  shall  be  the 
rate  for  the  class  at  which  that  article  Is  rated  in  the  classiacatioo 
applying  In  the  territory  where  the  shipments  move."  FL  Wayne  Cor- 
rugated Paper  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  669. 

Due  to  the  application  of  increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General,  the  differential  relationship  of  rates  on  bituminous 
coal  from  group  mines  in  Indiana  and  Illinois  to  Chicago,  III.,  disrupted. 
Subsequently  preexisting  relationship  restored.  Held:  Failure  to  ob- 
serve the  terms  of  that  order,  filed  with  the  Commission  by  the  President 
throng  his  duly  appointed  agent,  does  not  prove  that  the  rates  estab- 
lished thereunder  were  unreasonable.  Carney  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  en. 
FILING  AND  POSTING. 

The  law  does  not  require  that  embargo  notices  be  published  as  sched- 
ules are  published.  A»  a  practical  matter,  the  conditions  neces- 
sitating embargoes  frequently  develop  and  end  quickly.  To  wait  until 
a  schedule  could  be  published  and  become  effective  would,  therefore, 
defeat  the  object  sought.  On  the  other  hand,  to  keep  an  embargo  in  effect 
until  a  schedule  coald  be  legally  canceled  would  work  unwarranted 
hardship  upon  the  public.  American  Wholesale  Lorob^  Asso.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  393  <398). 
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ObUgatloD  to  accept  articles  tendered  for  tranaportatlon  Is  govenied  by 
general  principles  of  taw ;  to  reconsign,  bj  rules  lawfully  on  fll«  with  the 
Commission.  The  tight  to  i^use  shipments  temporarily  for  good  cause 
by  establishment  of  embargoes,  which  are  not  reqnlied  to  be  filed,  is 
recognized.  The  right  to  reconsign  depends  entirely  npon  the  coastruc- 
Ooa  of  the  rules,  which  are  required  to  be  filed  In  the  same  manner  as 
rates.  If  carriers  do  not  restrict  such  rules  to  the  extent  of  their  capacity 
to  perform  the  serrice,  the  sbippcr  can  not  be  held  liable  for  detention 
when  it  is  not  directly  responsible  therefor  and  can  not  abate  the  cause 
thereof,  as  In  the  case  of  an  embargo,  which  is  a  disability  of  tbe  carrier. 
Krauss  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent,  637  (639). 
FINANCIAL  CONDITIONS. 

An  unfavorable  financial  condition  of  carriers  does  not  preclude  the  Com- 
mission from  finding  particular  rates  or  rates  on  particular  commodities 
to  he  unreasonable  when  the  facts  are  sufBcleut  to  Justly  such  a  find- 
ing.   Southern  Hardwood  Traffic  Asso.  v.  I.  C.  R.  R.  Co.,  68  (73). 

Tbe  Conunisslon's  (tower  over  dlvtsions  is  founded  upon  the  public  Interest. 
Carriers  are  mutually  dependent  parts  of  the  transportation  system ;  the 
pnbllc  interest  requires  that  all  essential  parts  be  maintained  in  eftectlve 
working  conditions;  the  relative  amount  and  cost  under  economical  and 
efficient  management  of  the  service  rendered  is  a  prime  factor  in  deter- 
mining the  fair  and  equitable  share  of  Joint  revenue  which  eech  carrier 
shall  receive;  and  Included  in  such  cost  Is  a  due  proportion  of  the  burden 
of  maintaining  the  finaodal  integrity  and  credit  of  the  carrier.  New 
England  Divisions,  196  (189). 

It  is  impossible  to  avoid  the  conclusion  that  Congress  intended  the  relative 
financial  needs  of  carriers,  so  far  as  these  needs  are  legitimate  and  inci- 
dent to  the  transportation  service,  to  be  given  consideration  in  fixing  dWi- 
slons;  and  It  is  Just  and  right  that  this  should  be  so.    Id.  (199). 

Altbougb  divisions  of  rates  can  not  be  based  wholly  on  the  financial  condi- 
tions of  carriers,  it  Is  one  of  the  elements  that  may  properly  be  consid- 
ered by  the  CommlsElon.    Jackson  v.  St.  L.-S,  F.  By.  Co,,  359  (369). 
FINDINGS  OF  COMMISSION,    See  Ordebs  of  CouutsstON. 
FOREIGN  COMUBRCB. 
The  Commission's  territorial  Jurisdiction  carries  up  to  the  International  bound- 
ary line,  at  which  that  of  Ckingress  itself  halts,  and  as  to  foreign  commerce 
la  thus  coextensive  wlfh  that  of  the  federal  government.    No  act  of  Con- 
gress has  force  of  law  beyond  that  boundary  line,  but  up  to  it,  as  every- 
where else  within  the  United  States,  the  Interstate  commerce  act  has  full 
effect  just  as  the  federal  control  act  had  effect  when  these  shipments 
moved.    IntemaUonal  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  627  (620). 
FORE  KIVER  RAILROAD  CORPORATION. 

History  and  description  of.  Massacliu setts  Oil  Refining  Co.  ».  B.  &  A.  R.  B. 
Co.,  535  (537-^S38). 

Found  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to  tbe  act.    Id.  (543). 
FRACTIONS. 

Rule  for  disposition  of  fractions  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director 
General  applied  only  to  rates  quoted  in  dollars  or  dollars  and  cents  per 
ton.  Such  rule  did  not,  and  could  not  by  any  reasonable  interpretation 
qualify  auother  rule,  which  was  complete  in  Itself  and  speciflcall;  pro- 
vided for  the  application  of  rates  stated  in  cents  per  ton  or  other  unit. 
Shipments  found  overcharged  and  reparation  awarded.  Hercules  Ulning 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  140. 
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FREE  TIME.    See  Detention  ;  Deuitbbaoe. 

PUKTHER  HEARING.    See.also  Rubqumbnt;  Supplemental  Repobt. 

Upon  further  hearing,  fornier  report  48  I.  C.  C,  312,  reasonable  n 
dlfferentlBls  prescribed  on  shlpmente  of  wtieat.  flonr,  and  articles  taking 
the  eanie  rates  to  and  from  points  In  Texas  dlfCerentlal  territory.  Rail- 
road Commission  of  I«ulslana  v.  A.  H.  T.  Ry.  Co.,  4. 

Rates  on  coal  prescribed  In  original  report,  e2  I.  O.  C,  686,  tor  the  re- 
moval of  undue  prejudice  could  not  be  eatablished  without  vlaUtins 
tbe  lonK-and-short-bq,ul  rule  of  the  fourth  section.  Upon  further  bear- 
ing original  findings  modified  to  extent  of  permitting  the  eatabllshment 
and  maintenance  of  a  specific  rate  satisfactory  to  complainant  and  wbldi 
would  avoid  such  departure.  West  Eentuciiy  Coal  Bureau  v.  I.  C  R.  R. 
Co.,  228. 

Upon  further  bearing,  rates  on  mop  handles,  I.  c.  I.,  from  Chicago,  III.,  to 
Pacific  coast  terminals  found  not  unreasonable,  but  rates  on  O-Cedar 
polish  in  glass,  boxed,  and  In  metal  cans,  boxed,  c.  I.,  and  on  mops,  c  L 
and  1.  c.  1.,  found  unreasonable  and  reasonable  rates  prescribed.  Former 
report,  BB  I.  C.  C,  733.    Channel  Chemical  Co.  t:  A.,  T.  &  8.  F.  Ry.  Co..  235. 

Upon  farther  hearing,  finding  in  The  Witconiin  Rate  Cases.  44  I.  C.  C, 
602,  adhered  to,  and  the  class  rates  from  La  Crosee,  Wis.,  to  New  York, 
N.  y,,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceed  the  class  rates  in  effect 
from  New  York  to  La  Crosse;  and  the  class  rates  from  La  Crosse  to 
other  points  In  trunk  line  territory  and  New  England,  found  unreasonable 
to  extent  that  tb^  do  not  bear  the  same  relation  to  the  rates  herein 
found  reasonable  for  application  from  La  Crosse  to  New  Tork  as  hereto- 
fore borne.    La  Crosse  Shippers'  Asso.  v.  A.  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  371. 

Upon  further  bearing,  rates  on  coal  from  Dawson,  N.  Mex..  to  Giarkdale 
and  Jerome,  Arli.,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  rates  prescribed 
In  Arizona  Corp.  Corwnission,  28  I.  O.  0.,  428,  from  Gallup,  N.  Mex.,  to 
varloUB  Arlsona  points.  Finding  in  original  report  57  I.  C.  C,  300, 
revived ;  reasonable  rates  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded.  United 
Verde  Extension  Mining  Co.  v.  V.  V.  &  P.  Ry.  Co.,  877. 

Findings  in  original  report,  60  I.  C.  C,  6S3.  that  increases  lo  rates  on 
acid  from  Hlllsboro,  III.,  to  certain  Ohio  River  crossings  were  justified, 
modified  on  further  hearing.  Increased  rates  found  to  be  no  longer 
Justified  as  rates  from  HlUsboro  are  no  longer  on  the  basis  generally  la 
effect  In  this  part  of  c.  f.  a.  territory  and  the  rates  from  Copperhill, 
Tenn.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  have  the  effect  of  eliminating  Hlllsboro  from 
that  market    Add  from  HlIMioro  to  Ohio  River  Points,  383. 

Upon  further  hearing,  certain  conditions  In  the  through  export  bill  of 
lading,  heretofore  prescribed  by  the  Commission  in  64  I.  G.  C,  347, 
modified  In  certain  particulars  upon  recommendations  made  by  the  United 
States  Shipping  Board.    Export  Bill  of  Lading,  687. 
GATEWAYS. 

Proposed  Increased  rates  on  grain  and  grain  products,  c.  1.  and  1.  c.  I.,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Carolina  territory,  when  originating  in  Arkansas, 
Oklnhomn.  Texas,  and  Louisiana,  which  will  equalize  the  rates  from  tbe 
Huthwest  when  moving  through  Memphis,  with  those  from  so-called 
equalization  territory  when  moving  through  gateways  north  of  Memphis, 
found  Justified.   Oraln  and  Grain  Products  from  Memphis,  19. 
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OBNERAIi  ORDER  NO.  28.    Bee  Fkdixai.  Comaou 
GROUP  RATES.    See  alto  Bluikvt  Ratu. 

Propoaal  to  elimlaate  certslo  stations  on  tb«  Denver  ft  Rio  Grande 
Western,  a  narrow  gaoge  line,  from  tbe  application  of  group  rates  ap- 
plicable between  Pacific  coast  points  and  points  in  Colorado  and  New 
Mexico,  and  to  deSnitel;  restrict  sucb  rates  to  Colorado  common  points 
and  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex,,  whlcb  will  effect  no  change  In  rates  bat  merely 
clarify  tbe  tariffs— a  commendable  thing,  found  justified.  NouappUcatton 
of  Gronp-J  Rates,  96. 

Rates  on  lumber  from  Weed  and  Weatwood,  Calif.,  and  Elamatb  Falls, 
Greg.,  to  points  In  Minnesota  and  Soutb  Dakota,  found  unrenaonable  to 
extent  tbey  exceeded  the  group-E  rates  applicable  from  tbe  respective 
groups  In  which  points  of  origin  situated.  Reparation  awarded.  Oay- 
nor  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  109. 

Xhe  principle  of  group  rates,  particularly  when  applied  to  areas  containing 
natural  resources,  has  long  been  sanctioned,  but  such  rates  have  fre- 
quently been  condemned  when  tbe  minimum  hauls  are  so  diqiroportlonate 
to  the  mazlmuni  banls  as  to  Impose  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful 
charges  for  tbe  shorter  distances.  Clinton  Paving  Brick  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  aa  Agent,  338  (344). 

Class  and  commodity  rates  to  and  from  Woodbury,  N.  J.,  found  not  un- 
reasonable, unduly  prejudicial  or  unjustly  discriminatory  as  compared 
with  rates  to  and  from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  taking  the  same 
rates.    Belbn'  Trunk  ft  Bag  Co.  t>.  W.  J.  ft  S.  R.  R.  Co.,  490. 

All  groupings  for  rate  purposes  are  more  or  less  arbitrary.  Group  lines 
generally  have  tbe  appearance  of  Injustice  to  some  point  Just  across  the 
line.    Id.  (494). 

Adjustment,  under  which  cement  mills  within  the  Kansas  gas  belt,  Including 
Dewey,  Okla.,  had  the  benefit  of  the  same  rate  to  points  in  Kansas,  was 
disturbed  by  establishment  of  distance  rates  from  Dewey,  while  from  tbe 
other  gas  belt  producing  points  in  Kansas  to  destinations  In  tbe  same 
state,  higher  group  rates  were  continued  In  effect  Subsequently  previ- 
ously existing  grouplag  restored.  Held;  Higher  rates  charged  on  Intra- 
state shipments  moving  during  federal  control,  found  not  unreasonable, 
lola  Cement  Mills  Traffic  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  485. 

Third-class  rates  on  wool  In  the  grease  were  in  effect  from  Boston  and  East 
Boston,  Mass.,  to  Passaic,  Dundee,  Clifton,  and  Garfield,  N.  J.,  while 
lower  commodity  rates  were  contemporaneously  maintained  to  q)eciaed 
points  in  the  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  rate  group.  Subsequently  such  com- 
modity rates  to  Philadelphia  points  were  eliminated  and  both  destination 
groups  were  placed  on  a  parity.  Held:  Hl^er  class  rates  charged  on 
shipments  moving  during  interim  found  not  unreasonable  or  unduly 
prejudicial.  Botany  Worated  Mills  *.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  6B6. 
HIGH  RATES.  See  Pbohibitive  Rates. 
IMPORT  AND  DOMESTIC. 

Fifth-class  rate  charged  on  Imported  pickled  sheep  skins  from  PaciOc 
coast  ports  to  Atlantic  seaboard  destinations,  found  applicable  but  nnrea- 
sonable  to  extent  It  exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  on  domestic  sblp- 
meots  of  sheep  slats  (green),  which  lower  commodity  rate  was  subse- 
quently established  on  imported  pickled  sbeep  skins.  Reparation 
awarded.  Tanners'  Council  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  416. 
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IMPORT  AND  DOMESTIC— Continued. 

Domestic  rate  on  import  shipments  of  kapok,  moylng  from  San  Francbco. 
Califs  to  Chicago,  111,,  New  Tork,  N.  Y.,  and  Beaton,  Maas.,  asaesaed  as  a 
result  of  the  cancellation  of  all  Import  rates  by  the  Director  Geoenl 
under  general  order  No.  28,  found  unreasonable  to  ^tent  It  exceeded 
Import  rate  subsequently  established  on  feathers  and  certain  kinds  of 
fiber  with  which  kapok  Is  fairly  comparable  Beparatlon  awarded. 
DottOD  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  663. 
IMPORT  RATES. 

It  is  not  to  be  assumed  that  an  Increaae  of  25  per  cent  under  general  order 
No.  28  of  the  Director  Oeneral  in  relatively  low  import  ratca  would 
operate  to  make  them  reasonable  maximum  rates.    Dutton  Co.  v.  Direc- 
tor Oeneral,  as  Agent,  663. 
IMPORT  TRAFFIC. 

Class  rate  on  imported  nitrate  of  aoda  from  Port  Richmond,  PhUadelphlH, 
Pa.,  to  Frankford,  Philadelphia,  during  federal  control,  fotind  unreason- 
able to  extuit  it  exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  subsequently  estahlished 
after  request  therefor  made.  Barrett  Co.  v.  Director  Geneial,  as  Aeent, 
381. 

Domestic  rate  applicable  on  Import  shipment  of  nitrate  of  soda  from 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  to  Ramsay,  Mont.,  found  not  unreasonable  or  trndulj 
prejudicial  as  compared  with  domestic  rate  contemporaneously  In  effect 
from  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to  Bacchus,  Utah.  EMi  Pont  <1c  Nemours  S 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  601. 
INBOUND  AND  OUTBOUND. 

Applying  increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  to 
each  factor  of  combination  rates  on  smithing  coal  moving  In  bulk  to 
St-  Louts,  Mo.,  there  sacked  and  forwarded  to  destinations  In  ^vestem 
territory,  while  applying  but  a  single  Increase  to  the  through  rattti  oo 
such  coal  when  moving  through  In  bulb,  found  not  unreasonable.  Com- 
bination clauses  under  that  order  relate  specifically  to  through  contin- 
uous movements,  while  the  coal  sacked  by  complainant  moved  into  >nd 
out  of  Its  yards  In  distinct  and  separate  nfovements.  Romonn  h  Basil 
Pig  Iron  h  Coke  Co.  t>.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  147. 

Higher  charges  published  in  separate  tariffs  found  applicable  to  shipments 
moving  outbound  from  transit  point  and  the  publication  by  the  inbound 
carrier  of  a  tariff  norolng  lower  charges  without  the  concurrence  of  its 
connections  found  to  be  a  direct  contravention  of  the  Commission's  rules 
und»  section  6  of  the  act.  and  shipper  Is  Justified  tn  relyfug  upon  tlie 
lower  basts  of  rates  thus  offered.  Reparation  awarded.  Brenner  Lumber 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  R95. 
INCREASED  RATES.  See  Advance  ih  Rates  ;  Double  Iitcrkase. 
INDIANA  LIMESTONE  DISTRICT. 

Increased  charges  Initiated  by  the  Director  Oeneral  under  general  order 
No.  28  and  assessed  on  stone  moving  during  federal  control  from  points 
In  the  Indiana  limestone  district  to  various  destinations  found  unreason- 
able to  extent  that  charges  for  preliminary  services  from  qnarrlcs  to  mitit 
and  similar  movements,  exceeded  charges  subsequently  established. 
Reparation  awarded.  Bedford  Cut  Stone  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Acent,  26. 
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INTBRMBDIATB  POINTS. 

Demurrage  charges  on  lumber  consigned  to  Norfolk,  Ta.,  for  "Bdt  Une 
delivery,"  but  held  short  of  deBtlnatlon  by  Une-baul  carrier  for  payment 
of  frelKbt  charges  and  disposition  orders  before  taming  over  to  switch- 
ing line,  found  unlawftil.  Cars  were  not  delivered  to  tbe  Belt  Line  to 
whom  dlHposltlon  orders  were  given  and  line-hBol  carrier  failed  to  make 
inquiry  of  sncb  Belt  Line  in  respect  thereto.  Reparation  awarded.  Ex- 
celsior Shook  A  Lumber  Co.  v.  8.  A.'L.  Ry.  Co.,  241. 
Where  no  rnle  is  published  requiring  payment  of  tranqxirtatlon  charges 
prior  to  turning  shipments  over  to  a  delivering  line,  shippers  are  not  on 
notice  of  any  such  practice  or  requirement  A  shipper  does  all  that  Is 
required  when  he  notifies  the  delivering  line  shown  In  the  billing  of  such 
disposition  of  tbe  cars  as  is  desired,  and  to  escape  responsibility  for 
failure  to  effect  delivery  called  for,  tbe  line-haul  carrier  mast  clearly 
and  nneqoivocaily  show  that  the  delivering  line  had  knowledge  of  the 
arrival  of  tbe  cars  and  tliat  they  were  being  bdd  for  Its  account  Id. 
(24S-244). 

INTERURBAN  ROADS. 

Proposed  cancellation  of  Joint  rates  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  over  the 
Terre  Haute,  Indianapolis  &  Eastern  Traction  Co.  and  the  Dayton  ft 
Western  Traction  Co.  to  points  on  the  Indiana,  Columbus  ft  Eastern 
Traction  Co.  east  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  points  on  connecting  lines;  and 
proposed  cancellation  of  Joint  rates  from  points  on  the  Interstate  Public 
Service  Co.  and  connecting  lines  to  points  on  the  Indiana,  Columbus  ft 
Eastern  Traction  Co.  and  points  beyond ;  which  will  result  in  the  applica- 
tion of  higher  combinations,  found  not  Justified.  Rate  cancellation  from 
Indiana  to  Ohio,  44S. 


Objections  of  defendants  to  receipt  of  petitions  in  Intervention  seeking 
similar  relief  as  set  forth  in  the  complaint,  on  ground  that  allowances 
are  thereby  sought  at  points  and  plants  not  covered  by  the  complaint  as 
to  which  defendants  had  not  had  requisite  notice  or  opportunity  to  pre- 
pare their  defense,  found  well  taken  and  petitions  dismissed.  Omaha 
Packing  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  ft  8.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  44  (46). 

INTRASTATE  BATES.    Bee  Stati;  Rates. 

INVESTIGATION. 

Upon  the  resumption  of  corporate  control  and  operation,  the  Pennsylvania 
R.  R.  Co.  awarded  to  the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works  a  contract  for  ttia 
repair  of  200  locomotives,  while  maintaining  shops  on  Its  own  line  for 
such  work.  Upon  investigation,  the  cost  to  respondent  was  over  $3,000,000 
In  excess  of  the  cost  at  which  the  work  might  have  been  done  in  its  own 
shops,  and  included  work  paid  for  twice  In  some  instances.  Such  work 
could  have  been  done  in  respondent's  own  ^ops  within  a  reasonable  time 
by  an  appropriate  coordination  of  etForts  and  reasonable  added  ezertiim. 
Gonstmctlon  and  Repair  of  Ry.  Equipment:  Penn.  R.  R.  Co.,  604. 
Contracts  negotiated  by  the  AtlanUc  Coest  Line  R.  R.  Co.  In  1920  for 
tbe  repair  of  80  of  its  locomotives  by  tbe  Baldvrln  LocomoUTS  Works, 
althoni^  based  upon  escesslve  costs,  not  found,  in  the  drcomstances 
disclosed,  to  have  been  unwarranted.  Construction  and  R^iair  of  Bj. 
Equipment:  A.  C  L.  B.  R.  Gc  727. 
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INVESTIGATION— Ctontlnned. 

Under  contntctB  negotiated  In  1920  with  certain  locomotWe  MDStractlgn 
companies,  195  locomotlveB  of  the  New  Tork  Central  R.  R.  were  arait 
to  contract  shops  for  dassifled  repairs.  Upon  Inreetlgatloii  the  cost 
to  respoBdeut  was  Id  the  neighborhood  of  (3,000,000  in  excess  of  the 
cost  of  rimllar  worlc  In  Its  own  shops  and  such  respondent  could  have 
repaired  at  least  the  greater  number  of  the  locomotlTes  in  Its  own 
shops  within  the  time  In  which  the  contract  work  was  done.  Constmc- 
tlon  and  Repair  of  By.  Equipment:  N.  Y.  O.  R.  R.  Co.,  782. 

ISOLATED  SHIPMENT,    See  Sporadic  Motxkbnt. 


Objections  of  defendants  to  receipt  of  petitions  In  Intervention  seeking 
similar  relief  as  set  forth  in  the  complaint,  on  ground  that  allowances 
are  thereby  sought  at  points  and  plants  not  covered  by  tbe  complaint, 
as  to  which  defendants  had  not  bad  requisite  notice  or  oKtortnnlty  to 
prepare  their  defense,  found  well  takea  and  petitions  dismissed.  Omaha 
Packing  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  &  8.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  44  (46). 

Defendants  contended  that  allegations  of  complaint  were  not  sufficiently 
explicit  to  put  them  on  notice  that  complainants  wonld  present  their 
case  with  reference  mainly  to  branch  line  points.  Whm  asked  If  they 
desired  rehearing  or  further  bearing  to  answer  complainants'  case  as 
to  such  branches,  defendants  stated  they  did  not.  Held:  Complainants 
were  within  allegations  of  complaints  in  presenting  evidence  of  the 
rates  on  these  branch  lines  to  show  undue  prejudice.  State  of  Idaho, 
ex  rel.  v.  Director  General,  330  (332). 

B^lef  sought  has  been  afforded  in  anotber  decision  heretofore  rendered. 
Held:  Since  there  Is  no  Issue  before  the  Commission  complaint  dis- 
missed.   Beaumont  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  A.  t  W.  Ry.  Co.,  544. 
JOINT  AND  SEVERAL  LIABILITY.     Bee  Lubiutt. 
JOINT  RATES.    Bee  alto  TasouoB  Routks  akd  Joint  Rates. 

Cancellation  of,  can  not  be  Justified  on  the  ground  that  the  divisions  thereof 
are  unsatisfactory.  If  satisfactory  divisions  can  not  be  agreed  npwi  be- 
tween carriers,  that  matter  may  be  presented  to  the  Commission  In  an 
appropriate  proceeding.    Routing  Restrictions  on  Lumber,  56. 

American  lines  parties  to  a  Joint  rate  from  or  to  a  point  In  Oaoadn,  tbs 
charges  under  which  are  unreasonable,  "cause  to  be  done"  er  "do"  a 
thing  (i.  e.,  the  collection  of  unreasonable  charges  for  the  transportation 
of  property)  "prohibited  and  declared  to  be  unlawful"  by  the  act,  and 
are  "  liable  to  the  person  or  persons  injured  thereby  for  the  fnli  amount 
at  the  damage  sustained."  International  Nickel  Ca  v.  Director  OenenI, 
as  Agent;627  (628). 

In  attempting  to  Justify  the  reasonableness  of  a  Joint  rate  from  points  in 
Canada  to  points  In  the  United  States,  the  American  carriers  contended 
that  the  division  received  by  them  for  the  haul  within  the  United  States 
was  not  unreasonable  or  excnslve.  Held:  Commission  must  consider 
the  reasonablness  of  the  Joint  rate  as  a  whole.    Id.  (6S1). 

Whfre  an  unreasonable  Joint  rate  has  been  collected  tlie  liability  of  the 
parties  to  such  action  is  Joint  and  several,  and  the  nonjoinder  as  a  party 
defendant  of  one  of  tlie  carriers  which  participated  in  the  transportatioo 
is  immaterial.  Gulf  Git?  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  763 
(7«4). 
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JDRISDICTION. 

Ad  unfavorable  flaancUl  coadltlon  of  carriers  does  not  preclude  tbe  Com- 
tnissloa  from  finding  particular  rates  or  ratee  on  particular  commoditlM 
to  be  nnreastmable  when  the  facts  are  aufllcleiit  to  jnatlfjr  mcb  a  flnding. 
Soutbem  Hardwood  Traffic  Aaso.  v.  I.  G.  R.  R.  Go^  68  (73). 

Tlie  CommlBBlon's  power  oTer  dlvUtons  is  founded  upon  the  public  tnteresb 
Carriers  are  mutually  dependent  parts  of  the  tranqiortatlon -ajatem ;  the 
public  Interest  requires  that  all  essential  parts  be  malntstncd  in  effective 
working  condition ;  the  relative  amount  and  coat  under  economical  and 
efficient  management  of  the  service  rendered  Is  a  prime  factor  iu  deter- 
mining the  fait  and  equitable  share  of  Joint  revenue  which  each  carrier 
shall  receive;  and  included  Id  such  cost  Is  a  due  proportion  of  tbe 
burden  of  maintaining  the  financial  Integrity  and  credit  of  the  carrier. 
New  England  Divisions,  196  (109). 

Where  carrier  was  not  under  federal  control,  Its  absorption  provisions  rai 
Intrastate  traffic  were  not  subject  to  tbe  Commission's  Jurisdiction  during 
tbe  federal  control  period.  Citizens  Coal  Mining  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  271  (273). 

The  Commission  Is  without  Jurlsdlctloa  to  award  reparation  for  excess  war 
taxes  paid.  Weaver  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Axent, 
297  (209). 

Contention  that,  after  undue  prejudice  against  interstate  comm«:ce  has 
been  removed  by  compliance  with  tbe  Commission's  order,  the  action  of 
state  authorities  In  approving  the  rates  prescribed  deprives  the  Commis- 
sion of  Jurisdiction  to  require  the  continuance  of  the  nonprejudicial 
adjustment,  not  suBtaioed.  Natchez  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  L,  ft  A. 
Ry.  Co.,  386  (388). 

Contention  that  the  language  of  the  federal  control  act  did  not  give  power 
to  tbe  President  or  tbe  Director  Oeueral  to  assess  a  penalty,  and  that 
Congress  could  not  have  given  either  of  them  that  power  because  tbe 
imposition  of  a  penalty  Is  a  legislative  function  which  can  not  be  dele- 
gated. Held:  Tbe  Director  General  was  authorized  to  Inaugurate  any 
reasonable  and  Just  regulation  and  practice  which  he  might  find  neceesaiT 
to  eliminate  the  abuse  of  exceaelve  and  unreasonable  detention  of  freight 
cars.  America:!  Wtioiesale  Lumber  Asso.  v.  Director  Geueral,'  us  Agent, 
393  (396). 

The  right  of  carriers  to  assess  charges  for  undue  detention  of  equipment 
existed  at  common  law,  and  such  charges  are  now  published  In  schedule 
form  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  The  ConunlMlon 
may  require  carriers  to  maintain  reasonable  demurrage  charges  which 
are  la  part  compensation  for  use  of  equipment,  and  la  part  penaltlea  for 
detention  of  cars.    Id.  (396-897). 

Contention  that  under  section  16,  paragraph  (4)  of  the  act  the  Commis- 
sion can  not  require  a  carrier  to  continue  to  participate  In  tbrough  routes 
and  Joint  rates  on  ground  that  It  will  secure  greater  revenue  out  of 
longer  hauls  via  other  routes,  not  sustained.  Contention  overlooks  fact 
that  the  primary  question  is  the  JustificatioD  of  Increased  rates  whidi 
will  resulL  Furthermore,  the  sbowlng  made  vould  Justify  the  estab- 
lishment of  through  routes  and  Joint  rates  In  tlie  first  Instance.  Bat* 
Csncellation  from  Imllana  to  Ohio,  449  (450-4S1). 
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JURISDICTION— Ctontinned. 

Gomplatnt  aeklDK  the  Commtnlon  to  prescribe  reasonnble  compensation 
for  the  use  by  defendant  carriers  of  complainant's  bridge  across  tbe  Mis- 
sissippi River  between  Keolnik,  Iowa,  and  Hamilton,  111.,  and  to  re- 
auire  tlM  movement  of  defraidant's  traffic  via  tbat  bridge,  field;  Belft- 
tionshlp  t>eCween  carriers  and  tbe  bridge  company  Is  a  matter  of  ctat- 
tract-over  which  the  Gommissloo  has  no  Jnrlsdictlon.  Keoknk  &  Ham- 
ilton BHdge  Co.  V.  W.  R7.  Co.,  546. 

Tbat  a  carrier  deducts  an  amount  greater  than  Is  paid  by  It  for  the  use 
of  a  bridge  before  dividing  a  joint  rate  with  Its  connections  does  not  at 
Itself  confer  Jnrlsdictloa  upon  the  CommlssloD  to  prescribe  the  amoaat 
to  be  paid  for  that  use.  That  portion  of  the  set  which  confers  upon 
the  CommlsrioD  Jurisdiction  to  establidi  Just  divisions  of  Joint  rates 
refers  only  to  divisions  "between  the  carriers  subject  to  this  act" 
Id.  (K48). 

Tbe  Commission's  territorial  Jurisdiction  carries  np  to  the  International 
boundary  line,  at  which  that  of  Congress  Itself  halts,  and  as  to  foreign 
commerce  Is  thus  coextensive  with  that  of  tbe  federal  government  No  act 
of  Congress  has  force  of  law  beyond  that  boundary  line,  but  op  to  It,  as 
everywhere  else  within  the  United  States,  the  Interstate  commerce  act  has 
full  effect  Just  as  the  federal  control  act  had  effect  when  these  shipments 
moved.    International  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  627  (620). 

Tbe  liability  of  carriers  for  general  damages  growing  out  of  their  failura 
to  furnish  cars  is  determinable  by  the  courts.  The  law  does  not  require 
them  to  define  their  liability  by  tariff  publication  and  tbe  Commission 
has  no  Jurisdiction  to  reqnlre  carriers  to  establish  reciprocal  demur- 
rage regulations.    D^toslt  for  Live-Poultry  Car  Ordered,  6SS  (606). 

Exdndlug  the  period  of  federal  control  as  provided  In  section  206  (f)  of 
tlie  transportation  act,  1920,  claim  for  reporatlou  for  causes  of  action 
arising  prior  to  federal  control,  found  not  barred  by  the  statute  of 
limitations  and  within  the  Commission's  Jurisdiction.  British  United 
Shoe  Machinery  Co.  (Ltd.)  v.  P.  H.  R.  Co.,  661. 
KEOKUK   ft  HAMILTON  BRIDGEl  OOHFANT. 

Fonnd  not  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to  the  act    It  neither  holds  ttadf 
out  as  ready  to  engage  in  tranqwrtatlon  for  hire  as  a  public  employment, 
nor  has  It  tbe  motive  power  or  cars  to  perform  such  transportation. 
KeolEuk  &  Hamilton  Bridge  Co.  v.  W.  Ry.  Co.,  54S  (648). 
LEGAL  RATE. 

Rnle  for  disposition  of  fractions  under  general  order  No.  2S  of  the  Director 
(3eneral,  applied  only  to  rates  quoted  In  dollars  or  dollars  and  cents  per 
ton.  Such  mle  did  not,  and  could  not,  by  any  reasonable  Interpretation 
qualify  another  mle,  whlc^  was  comiriete  In  \tatHt  and  specifically  pro- 
vided for  the  application  of  rates  stated  in  cents  per  ton  or  otlier  unit. 
Shipments  found  overcharged  and  reparation  awarded.  Hercules  Min- 
ing Co.  «.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  140. 

Contention  tbat  lower  rate  remained  in  effect  because  new  tariff  carried  a 
note  that  "  This  tariff  contains  no  changes  In  rates  from  those  publlahed 
effective  June  26, 1916,"  and  because  item  naming  the  Increased  rate  did 
not  bear  a  symbol  Indicating  an  Increase  over  the  prevlons  rate  as  re- 
qnired  by  Tariff  Circular  IS-A,  not  sustained.  Tariff  publishing  tba 
increased  rate  and  cancelling  the  previous  tarlffconformed  to  the  essential 
requirements  ot  the  act  and  was  lawfully  mi  Ole  with  ths  GommlaskMi. 
Id.  (141). 
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LEGAL  RATE— CoDtlnned. 

Rates  nained  In  a  tariff  published  after  the  laanance  of  general  order  No. 
28  of  tlie  Director  Qeneral,  but  not  to  become  eBecttre  until  after  the 
effective  date  of  that  order,  fannd  to  be  mbject  to  the  increaae  of 
2fi  per  cent  provided  thereunder.  Growers  Rice  MUlliig  Oo.  v.  Director 
Qeneral,  as  Agent,  165. 

On  kerosene  moving  from  Independ^ice,  Kane.,  to  Sheffield,  Iowa,  recon- 
signed  to  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  combination  rates  to  and  from  reconelKn- 
roent  point  asaeesed.  Ap[rilcable  tariff  named  a  Joint  rato  from  origin 
to  destlnatlOD  plus  a  reconslgnment  charge.  Held:  Combination  as- 
sessed Illegal  and  shipments  overcharged.  Betand  directed.  Standard 
Asphalt  A  Refining  Oo.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  81S. 

Higher  cbarges  published  la  separate  tariffs  found  applicable  to  shipments 
moving  outbound  from  transit  point  and  the  pabUcatlon  bj  the  Inlmnnd 
carrier  of  a  tariff  naming  lower  charges  without  the  concurrence  of  Ita 
coDnectiong  found  to  be  a  direct  contravention  of  the  Oommtsilon's 
mlea  under  section  6  of  the  act,  and  shipper  Is  Justified  tn  relTlng  upon 
the  lower  basis  of  rates  thus  offered.  .  Reparation  awarded.  Brenner 
Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  S06. 

Higher  rate  published  In  the  same  tariff  from  Intermediate  than  from 
farther  distant  point.  Rate  from  farther  distant  point  pubUsbed  sub- 
ject to  Rale  77  of  Tariff  Circular  18-^.  Held:  Higher  rate  from  Inter- 
mediate point  legally  applicable  but  publication  of  lower  rate  from  far- 
tber  distant  point  subject  to  rule  77  was  In  violatioa  of  the  fourth  section 
of  the  act  and  tantemouiit  to  an  admission  that  the  higher  rate  from  the 
intermediate  point  was  unreasonabte.  Rqwratlou  awarded.  Standard 
Aspbalt  &  Refining  Co.  v.  Director  Geoeral,  as  Agent,  611. 
LIABILITT. 

The  charging  of  an  unreasonable  rate  Is  a  tort,  and  the  parties  to  such  a 
rate  are  Jointly  and  severally  liable  for  any  resalttog  dsmagb  Inter- 
natlonsl  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  627  (S28). 

American  lines  parties  to  a  Joint  rate  from  or  to  a  point  in  Canada,  tba 
diargee  under  which  are  unreasonable,  "cause  to  be  done"  or  "do" 
a  thing  (1.  e.,  the  collection  of  unreasonable  charges  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  property)  "prohibited  and  declared  to  be  unlawful"  by  the 
act,  and  are  "  liable  to  the  person  or  persons  Injured  ther^^  for  the 
full  amount  of  the  damage  sustained."    Id.  (628). 

Where  an  unreasonable  Joint  rate  has  be«i  collected  the  liability  of 
the  parties  to  such  action  is  Joint  and  several,  snd  the  nonjoinder  as 
a  party  defendant  of  ooe  (tf  the  carriers  which  participated  In  the 
traniiportatlon  Is  Unmaterlal.  Gulf  City  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  763  (764). 
LIMITATION  OF  ACTION. 

After  complaint  was  filed,  powers  of  attorney  were  executed  by  certain 
coustgnors,  who  were  not  named  as  parties  In  the  complaint,  in  favor 
of  a  complainant  who  was  ao  named.  Beld:  Introduction  of  sucb  powers 
of  attorney  in  evidence  at  the  hearing  over  objection  of  defendants 
can  not  be  treated  as  equivalent  to  amendm^it  of  the  complaint,  and 
since  such  consignors,  who  bore  the  freight  charges,  have  filed  no 
complaint  within  the  stetutory  period,  reparation  as  to  them  must  be 
denied.    Tanners'  Council  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  416  (419). 
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LIMITATION  OF  ACTION— Continued. 

Period  of  Ifi  days,  or  as  subBeQoentlr  Increased  to  30  days,  within  which 
dalma  may  be  presented  for  the  cancellatloD  or  refunding  of  demur- 
rage  charges  asBeued  or  collected  on  account  of  bnnchtng  of  cars  for 
unloading  or  reconBlgntng,  found  not  unreasonable  aa  compared  with 
period  of  six  months  for  filing  of  loss  and  damage  claims.  PreparatioD 
of  claims  tor  loss  and  damage  InvidTea  the  collection  of  conalderablr 
more  data  than  under  the  bunching  rule  and  the  present  prorlalon  ia 
national  In  scope  and  apparently  satisftctory  to  practically  all  shippers. 
Carnation  Mlllc  Prodncts  Co.  v.  Director  Gen«^,  as  Agttit,  55S. 
Excluding  the  period  of  federal  control  as  provided  In  section  206  (f) 
of  the  transportation  act,  1920,  claim  for  reparation  for  causes  of  action 
arising  prior  to  federal  control,  found  not  barred  by  the  statute  of 
limitations  and  within  the  Commlssion'a  Jurladictlon.  British  United 
Shoe  Machinery  Co.  (Ltd.)  o.  P.  R.  B.  Co.,  661. 

LIMB  HAUL. 

Shipments  were  handled  noAa:  regular  blillng,  In  trains  subject  to  orders 
of  train  dispatchers.  Moyementa  performed  neceasltated  the  crossing 
of  one  or  more  river  bridges  and  considerable  switching  and  back  hanllng. 
Point  Involved  la  not  shown  In  governing  tarllta  as  a  point  within  the 
switching  limits  and  rate  from  and  to  that  point  Is  published  as  a  trans- 
portation charge,  Beld:  Service  found  to  be  a  line  hanl  and  not  a  awitch- 
ing  movement  Hilb  &  Bauer  ti.  Director  General,  aa  Agent,  279  (280). 
Bate  and  route  specified  in  bill  of  lading  but  no  Jnnctlon  point.  Originat- 
ing and  delivering  carriers  both  reached  origin  and  destination  points. 
Lower  rate  applied  when  entire  hanl  performed  by  delivering  carrier. 
Contention  that  originating  line  should  have  turned  shipment  over  to 
delivering  carrier  at  point  of  origin,  not  sustained  and  shipments  not 
mlsroDted  aa  routing  instructions  plainly  indicated  a  line  haul  by  the 
originating  carrier.  Standard  Asphalt  &  Beflnlng  Co.  o.  Director  Gen- 
eral, as  Agent,  295. 
On  altlpments  moving  prior  to  federal  control,  bill  of  lading  ccmtalned  in- 
structions aa  to  both  rate  and  route.  Rate  named  was  not  applicable 
over  any  route  of  the  receiving  carrier,  but  was  applicable  over  the  route 
of  a  rival  line  to  which  shipper  might  have  delivered  the  shipment  had 
he  so  elected.  Held:  Following  McLean  Lumber  Co.,  22  I.  C.  C,  S49. 
receiving  carrier  may  forward  ablpment  over  its  line  at  the  rate  law- 
fully applicable,  it  not  being  obligated  to  turn  the  trafllc  over  to  Its 
competitor.  Former  report,  61  I.  C.  C,  KS9,  modified  and  shipments 
fonnd  not  mlsrouted.    Mnlkey  Salt  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  441, 

LOADING  AND  UNLOADING. 

Refusal  of  carriers  to  unload  ordinary  live  stock  from  their  cars  Into  stock 
pens  adjacent  to  packing  plants  of  complainants,  or  to  make  an  allowance 
for  unloading  such  riilpmeDts,  while  pursuant  to  section  15,  paragraph  (5) 
of  the  act,  performing  the  service  of  loading  at  point  of  origin  or  unload- 
ing at  destination  such  live  stock  shipped  from  or  to  public  stockyards, 
without  charge  in  addition  to  line-haul  charges,  not  shown  to  violate  the 
act    Omaha  Packing  Go.  v.  A.,  T.  A  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  44. 
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LOADING  AKD  UNLOADING— Con tloued. 

Charges  in  addition  to  the  line-haul  charges,  for  notoadinK  and  reloading 
en  route  ordinary  live  stock  deHtlned  to  prl\ate  stockyards  adjacent  to 
packing  plants  of  complainants,  while  unloading  and  reloading  such  ship- 
ments destined  to  public  stockyards,  without  charge  In  addition  to  line- 
haul  charges,  found  to  result  In  undue  prejudice  to  complainant  in  favor 
of  competitors  whose  packing  plants  are  adjacent  to  public  stockyards. 
Id.   (44>. 

Section  15,  paragraph  (S)  is  definitely  limited,  both  as  to  Initial  loading 
and  as  to  final  unloading,  to  public  stockyards.  It  does  not  apply  to  in- 
itial Joadlng  at  other  than  public  stockyards  even  for  shipment  to  such 
yards.    Id.  (49). 

The  Commission  must  assume  that  Congress  legislated  on  the  subject  of  the 
duties  of  commun  carriers  by  railroad  concerning  the  receipt  end  deliv- 
ery of  live  stock  with  full  knowledge  of  the  law  as  declared  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  In  Covington  Stock-Yards  Co.  v.  Keith,  139  TJ.  S.,  128,  and 
therefore  with  the  knowledge  and  purpose  that  public  stockyards  would 
tte  open  to  all  shippers  and  consignees  as  the  terminals  of  the  carriers. 
Id.  (51). 

If  a  shipper  habitually  delays  cars  for  unloading  at  destination  the  car- 
riers may  place  an  embargo  against  freight  consigned  to  him  and  thus 
prevent  further  detention  of  equipment ;  if  the  shipper  habitually  delays 
loading  cars  the  carrier  may  refuse  further  supply  and  thus  prevent 
detention  and  accumulation  of  cars  at  the  loading  point.  American 
Wholesale  Lumber  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  39S  (40S). 

Proposed  schedules  which  would  require  shippers  to  deposit  $10  for  eacb 
live-poultry  car  ordered,  such  deposit  to  be  refunded  only  tf  loading  of 
the  car  be  commenced  within  48  hours  following  Its  placement,  found 
not  Justified  in  part  and  ordered  cancelled  without  prejudice  to  the  filing 
of  new  schedules  modified  in  accordance  with  suggestions  In  the  report 
Deposit  for  Live-Poultry  Car  Ordered,  653. 

Approximately  8  per  cent  of  live-poultry  cars  were  not  loaded  at  point 
at  which  originally  placed.  Contention  that  only  those  at  fault  should 
be  penalized  and  those  not  responsible  for  the  abuse  shonid  not  be  Incon- 
venienced by  a  proposed  riile  which  would  require  a  deposit  for  eacb 
car  ordered,  refund  to  be  made  only  if  loading  be  commenced  within  48 
hours  after  placement,  Held:  Percentage  sufficiently  high  to  Justify  some 
action  on  the  part  of  respondents  to  correct  the  evil.  Id.  <654-65S). 
LOCAL  RATES.    See  also  Combipiation  Rates. 

Proportional  rates  may  properly  be  somewhat  lower  than  the  correspond- 
ing local  rates.    Swift  &  Co.  t>.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  409  (41S). 

Following  Arkantai  Jobbcrt  d  Mfri.  Aiao.,  58  I,  C.  C,  662,  local  rates  on 
grain  and  grain  products  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  from  Cairo  and 
Thebes,  liU  to  certain  points  In  Arkansas  found  unduly  prejudicial  to 
such  Arkansas  points  and  unduly  preferential  of  Little  Rock,  Pine  Bluft, 
and  Fort  Smith,  Ark.  Reasonable  and  nonprejudicial  rfttes  prescribed. 
Arkansas  Jobbers  &  Mfrs.  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  47D. 
LOCATION.    See  alto  ADVAnTAOBs  and  Dibadvantaobs. 

There  Is  merit  In  the  contention  that  because  of  the  relatively  long  haul 
of  hardwood  lumber  from  southern  points  to  consuming  points  In  central 
and  eastern  trunk  line  territories,  the  percentage  Increase  authorized 
under  IiusreateA  Ralet,  ISSO,  S8  I.  C.  C,  220,  has  had  a  pecoliarly  dia-  ' 
tnrbing  effect  upon  the  lumber  business.  Southern  Hardwood  TntSc 
Asso.  V.  I.  C.  R.  R.  Co.,  68  (74). 
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LOCOMOTIVES. 

tJpoD  the  r«sumpdoD  of  corporate  control  and  operatloii,  the  PennaytruiU 
R.  R.  Co.  awarded  to  the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Worlcs  a  contract  for  tbe 
repair  of  200  locomotives,  while  malntaininK  shops  on  Its  own  line  for 
such  work.  Upon  inveatigatlou,  the  cost  to  respondent  was  over  $S,000,- 
000  in  excess  of  the  cost  at  which  the  work  might  have  been  done  In  its 
own  shops,  and  included  work  paid  for  twice  fn  some  Instances.  Snch 
work  could  have  been  done  In  respondent's  own  shops  within  a  reason- 
able time  b;  an  appropriate  coordination  of  efforts  and  reasonable  added 
exertion.  Construction  and  Repair  of  Ry.  Equipment:  Penn,  R.  R.  Co., 
694. 
Contracts  negotiated  by  the  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  R.  Co.  in  1920  for  the 
repair  of  30  of  its  locomotives  by  the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works,  alttaonch 
based  upon  excessive  costs,  not  found  in  the  circumstances  dlsclMCd  to 
have  been  unwarranted.  Constru<Mon  and  Repair  of  Ry.  Bqnlpment: 
A.  O.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  727. 
Under  contracts  negotiated  In  1920  with  certain  locomotive  conatmctlaB 
companies,  195  locomotives  of  the  New  York  Central  R.  R.  were  s^it 
to  contract  shops  for  classlQed  repairs.  Upon  Investigation,  the  cost  to 
respondent  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  33,000,000  In  excess  of  the  cost  of 
similar  work  in  Its  own  shops,  and  snch  respondent  could  have  repaired 
at  least  the  greater  number  of  the  locomotives  in  Its  own  shops  wltbln 
the  time  in  which  the  contract  work  was  done.  Construction  and  R^iair 
of  Ry.  Equipment :  N.  T.  C.  R.  R.  Co.,  732. 
Service  mileages  alone,  upon  which  shop  credits  are  based,  take  no  ac- 
count of  tonnages  handled  and  the  consequent  variations  in  load  or 
strain  which  obviously  go  far  to  determine  the  periods  of  service  and 
vltaUf  affect  the  life  of  the  locomotive.  In  the  same  way,  asa1cn«d 
mileages  and  service  and  shop-mlleaEe  ratios,  without  reference  to  trac- 
tive power,  afford  no  guide  to  capacity  to  handle  tonnage.  In  brief.  Into 
the  determination  of  motive  power  conditions,  as  of  any  given  time  or 
relatively  as  between  different  periods,  other  factors  than  mileagea 
necessarily  enter.  Id.  (747), 
LONG  AND  SHORT  HAUL.  See  alto  Tabiff  CnctrLU  IS-A. 
In  General: 

The  Commission  has  required  the  cancellation  of  suspended  sdiednles 
because  of  threatened   violations  of   the  long-and-short-hanl   pro- 
vision of  the  fourth  section  of  the  act.    Salt  from  Louisiana  Mloea 
to  Chicago.  81  (91). 
Rates  on  coal  prescribed  In  original  report,  62  I.  G.  C  686,  tor  the 
removal  of  undne  prejudice  could  not  be  established  without  violat- 
ing the  long-and-short-haul  rule  of  the  fourth  section.    Upon  further 
bearing,  original  findings  modified  to  extent  of  permitting  the  estab- 
lishment and  maintenance  of  a  specific  rate  satisfactory  to  comirialn- 
ant  and  which  would  avoid  such  departure.    West  Kentucky  Goal 
Bureau  v.  I.  C.  R.  R.  Co.,  228. 
Alvord,  Iowa,  and  Jasper,  Minn. :  Authority  to  charge  rates  on  lumber 
from  points  In  California  and  Oregon  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  St.  Paul  and 
Duluth,  Minn.,  which  are  lower  than  on  like  traffic  to  Alvord  and  Jasper 
and  other  Intermediate  points,  denied.    Gaynor  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  100  (112). 
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LONG  AND  SHORT  HADL—GontlnDed. 

Oklahoma  City,  Okltt. :  Antborlty  to  contlou*  to  charge  ratts  on  foUcr'a 
earth  from  Midway,  Qalnc;,  and  Ellenton,  Fla„  to  Amarllla,  Tex.,  which 
are  lower  than  o&  like  traffic  to  Olclahoma  Cltj  mod  other  Intermedlats 
points,  denied.  Ghoata  OH  Corp.  t>.  Dlractor  General,  aa  A<eut,  063 
(666). 

LONG  ARTICLES. 

Minimum  welgbt  of  40,000  pounds  for  each  car  naed,  applicable  on  flr  pil- 
ing. In  triple  carloads,  found  imreasonable  to  extent  It  exceeded  minimum 
of  33,000  pounds  subsequentlr  established,  and  subject  to  a  minimum 
charge  of  $15  per  car.  Reparation  awarded.  Ambroae  «.  Director  Gen- 
eral, as  Agent,  163. 

LOSS  AND  DAMAOR 

Period  of  10  days,  or  as  subsequently  Increased  to  30  days,  within  which 
claims  may  be  presented  for  the  cancellation  or  refunding  of  demnrraKV 
chargeB  assessed  or  collected  on  account  of  bunching  of  cars  for  unload- 
ing or  reconsignlng,  found  not  nnreasonable  as  compared  with  period  of 
six  mouths  for  filing  of  loss  and  damage  claims.  Prqiaradon  of  dalma 
for  loss  nnd  damage  InvolTes  the  collection  of  considerably  more  data 
than  under  tha  bimching  role  and  the  present  provision  Is  national  In 
scope  and  apparently  satisfactory  to  practically  all  shlro«rs.  Carnation 
milk  Products  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  S53. 
The  liability  of  carriers  for  general  damages  growing  ont  of  thdr  faUure 
to  furnish  cars  la  determinable  by  the  courts.  The  law  does  not  reqnlro 
them  to  define  their  liability  by  tariff  pnbllcatlon  and  the  Oommtsalcoi 
has  no  Jurisdiction  to  require  carriers  to  establish  reciprocal  demurrag* 
regulations.    Deposit  for  Live-Poaltry  Car  Ordered,  663  (666). 

LOW  RATES. 

It  Is  not  to  be  assumed  that  an  Increase  of  26  per  cent  under  general  order 
No.  28  of  the  Director  General  In  relatively  low  Import  rates  would 
operate  to  make  them  reasonable  maximum  rates.  Dutton  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  663. 

MANOPACTDRED  ARTICLES. 

Rate  on  pig  Iron  from  Pottstown,  Pa.,  to  San  Franciaco,  Calif.,  for  export, 
found  not  unreasonable  or  unduly  prejudicial  because  the  spread  In  the 
rates  on  that  article  and  manufactured  Iron  and  steel  articles  ^^leeded 
6  cents,  the  basis  subseguently  established.  Slilbakawa  A  Co.  (Inc.)  v. 
P.  *  R.  Ry.  Co.,  261. 
Rates  on  wool  in  the  grease  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  rates 
on  cotton  piece  goods.  Latter  named  commodity  has  somewhat  siml* 
lar  transportation  charactorlstics,  but  being  manufactured  products  are 
not  subject  to  the  loss  from  waste  which  attends  wool  to  the  grease. 
Botany  Worsted  Mills  o.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  666  (668). 

MAP. 

Illustrating  rates  per  net  ton  on  salt,  c.  L,  from  mines  In  Loolalana,  De- 
troit, Mich.,  and  New  York  (Halite),  to  various  pohits,  with  dlataocea. 
Salt  from  Louisiana  Mines  to  Chicago,  SI  (Map  fadng  paga  82). 

MARKET  COMPETITION.    Bee  Coupbtitiom. 

M£1ASDRB  OF  RATE. 

Commercial  advantages  and  disadvantages  arising  from  variations  in  costs 
of  prodnctloD  are  not  factors  that  can  have  any  great  cooslderation  by 
the  Commission  to  reaching  conclusions  as  to  the  propriety  of  rate  struc- 
tures.   Standard  Oil  Oa  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  87  (40). 
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MEASURE!  OF  RATG— Contliiiied. 

An  unfavorable  flnandal  condition  of  carriers  does  not  preclude  ttae  Gom- 
miBBlon  from  finding  partlcalar  rates  or  rates  on  particular  commodities 
to  be  nnreasonable  when  tbe  facts  are  sufficient  to  Justify  such  a  finding. 
Sootbem  Hardwood  Trafflc  Asm.  v.  1.  C.  B.  R.  Co.,  68  <73). 

A  proper  rate  relatloDshlp  between  competitive  groups  la  In  many  req^ects 
of  greater.  Importance  to  the  shipping  public  than  the  measure  of  the 
rate  itself.    Salt  from  Louisiana  Mines  to  Chicago,  81  (93). 

A  charge,  reasonable  fn  Its  inception  many  years  ago,  may  become  onreason- 
ably  low  in  consequence  of  tbe  construction  of  more  adequate  facilities, 
B  change  In  the  character  of  the  service  rendered,  the  Increased  level  of 
operating  costs  generally,  or  one  or  more  of  these  factors.  But  the 
existence  of  such  general  conditions  alone  affords  no  proper  basis  upon 
which  to  test  the  reasonableiiesa  of  a  specific  material  Increase  In  charges. 
Space  Rental  Charges  on  Cotton.  121  <12S). 

Rates  may  not  be  condemned  upon  a  mere  showing  that  carriers  failed  to 
comply  with  Instructions  issued  by  the  Director  General.  Tuffli  Bros. 
Fig  Iron  &  Coke  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  129  (130). 

Whether  rates  made  effectlre  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director 
General  were  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful  mugt  be  determined 
npon  considerations  apart  from  the  construction  of  that  order.  Oxford 
Paper  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  1S9  (163). 

Whether  the  resolting  rate  was  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful  Is 
tbe  controlling  fact  to  be  determined  in  passing  upon  Increases  promul- 
gated under  general  order  Mo.  28  of  the  Director  General,  and  not 
whether  a  rate  was  increased  In  strict  compliance  with  the  terms  or 
the  intention  of  that  order.  Citizens  Coal  Mining  Go.  v.  Director  Gen- 
eral, as  Agent,  271  (272). 

While  volume  of  movement  Is  an  important  element  to  be  conddered  In 
arriving  at  a  reasonable  rate,  an  excessive  rate  can  not  be  justified  merely 
on  account  of  the  fact  that  movements  thereunder  are  infrequent  The 
maintenance  of  a  rate  that  Is  too  high  may  be  one  of  the  causes  of  vAicb 
a  light  movement  la  the  effect  United  Verde  Extension  Mining  Co,  t>. 
U.  T.  AP.  Ry.  Co.,  87T  (379). 

A  ch&rge  is  not  necessarily  uDlawfnl  because  It  is  made  up  of  two  sepa- 
rately published  charges.  The  real  question  Is  as  to  the  propriety  of 
tbe  aggregate  charge.  American  Wholesale  Lumber  Asbo.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  393  (397). 

Minnesota  Intrastate  rates  on  anthracite  coal  not  shown  to  have  been  an 
appropriate  measure  of  the  ratea  on  coke  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  Mlnae- 
Bota  points  durlDg  the  period  of  federal  control.  The  loading  la  mate- 
rially less  on  coke  than  on  anthracite  coal  and  the  car  earnings  are  lesn, 
even  when  the  rate  per  ton  la  materially  higher.  Minnesota  By-product 
Coke  Co.  11.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  480  (488-489). 

In  casea  arising  ont  of  federal  control  neither  tbe  percentage  nor  the 
amount  by  which  a  rate  was  Increased  under  general  order  No.  28,  or 
other  freight  rate  authorities  of  the  Director  General,  constitutes  prvof 
of  unreasonableness.  Any  general  Increase  necessarily  disturbs  pre- 
existing rates,  either  by  varying  amounts,  If  it  be  a  percentage  increase, 
or  by  varying  percentages,  If  It  he  a  Sat  Increase.  WoSord  Oil  Co.  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  509  (510). 
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MEASURE  OF  BATE— Con  tinned. 

Tb«  mere  fact  tbat  some  other  stitpper  ma;  bave  obtained  a  reduction  In 
his  rate  prior  to  the  date  complainants  obtained  a  reduction  In 
tbelr  rates  does  not  indicate  that  complainants  paid  unreasonable  rates 
or  were  unduly  prejudiced  or  in  any  way  damaged  within  the  meaning 
of  the  law.    Id.  (SIO). 

The  fact  that  rates  were  not  established  in  strict  conformity  with  the  pro- 
Tislons  of  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  General  is  insufficient  in 
itself  to  support  a  finding  of  unreasonableness.  Central  Illlaola  Light 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  623  (626). 

Complainant  baaed  allegation  of  nnlawfulneaa  upon  contention  tbat  de- 
fendant assured  it  that  rate  would  be  established  to  point  where  com- 
plainant moved  Us  plant  which  was  lower  than  the  rate  to  point  where 
anch  plant  was  formerly  located.    Held:  Sucb  an  agreement  affords  no 
basis  for  condemning  the  rate  assailed.    General  Porcelain  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  681. 
MILEAGE  RATES.    Bee  Oibtarce  Rates. 
HILLING  IN  TRANSIT.    See  TKAnsrr  ASBARoBUEnTs. 
MINIMUM  CHARGE. 

Minimum  weight  of  40,000  pounds  for  each  car  used,  applicable  on  flr 
piliiW,  in  triple  carloads,  from  Knlsban  to  Beillngliam,  Wash.,  during 
federal  control,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  It  exceeded  minimum  of 
33,000  pounda  subsequently  established,  and  subject  to  a  minimum  charge 
of  $15  per  car.  Reparation  awarded.  Ambrose  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  153. 

Cbarges  applicable  on  scrap  Iron  between  points  within  the  switching 
limits  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Andrews.  Ky.,  composed  of  a  switching 
charge,  and  a  Une-baul  ctiarge  with  minimum  and  maximum  of  $15  per 
car,  found  nnreasouable  to  extent  that  charges  for  the  Une-baul  move- 
ment exceed  a  minimum  of  $6.60  and  maximum  of  $10  per  car,  subse- 
quently established.  Reparation  awarded.  Hilb  k  Bauer  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  279. 
MINIMUM  CLASS  SCALE. 

Rates  charged  on  intrastate  shipmmts  of  box  board  moving  during  federal 
control  found  legally  applicable  and  not  unreasonable  as  provision  pub- 
lished In  exceptions  and  tarifT  naming  ciaas  rates  charged  provided  that 
"  no  rate  shall  be  applied  on  traffic  moving  under  class  rates  lower  than 
amount  tor  the  respective  classes,  and  the  minimum  shall  t>e  the  rate  for 
the  class  at  which  that  article  la  rated  in  the  classification  applying  In  the 
territory  where  the  shipments  move."  Ft.  Wayne  Corrugated  Paper  Co. 
V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  669. 
MINIMUM  WEIGHT. 

Piling,  flr:  Minimum  weight  of  40,000  pounda  for  each  car  used,  when  mov- 
ing In  triple  carloada,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded  minimum 
of  33,000  pounds  subsequently  established,  and  subject  to  a  minimum 
charge  of  $15  per  car.  Reparation  awarded.  Ambrose  v.  Director  Gen- 
eral, as  Agent,  153. 

Salt:  Proposed  rate  on,  minimum  80,000  pounds,  from  mines  In  Louisiana 
to  Chicago,  RL,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  intermediate  main-line  points  on  the 
Illinois  Central  and  Tazoo  ft  MisslsstppI  Valley,  which  would  result  in 
violations  of  the  long-and-ahort-haol  provision  of  the  fourth  section  of 
the  act  and  In  undue  prejudice  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  found  unlawful.  Salt 
from  Louisiana  Mines  to  Chicago,  81. 
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MISRODTINQ. 

Rate  and  ronte  epedfled  [d  bill  of  lading  but  no  Junction  potnL  Originat- 
ing and  delivering  carriers  both  reached  origin  end  destination  points. 
Lower  rate  applied  when  eatire  haul  performed  by  delivering  carrier. 
Contention  that  originating  line  should  have  turned  shipment  over  to 
delivering  carrier  at  point  of  origin  not  sustained  and  shipments  not 
mlsroQted  as  routing  Instmctions  plainly  indicated  a  line  haul  by  the 
originating  carrier.  Standard  Asphalt  &  Refining  Co,  v.  Director  Oeu- 
eral,  as  Agent,  295. 

Carrier's  agent  billed  shipments  to  wrong  desthiation  and  teamster,  em- 
ployed by  coqaplalnant  to  load  cars  only,  accepted  and  signed  the  bills  ol 
lading.  Held:  As  authority  not  delegated  to  teamster  to  direct  the  move- 
ment of  the  cars,  tbe  acceptance  and  signing  of  the  bills  of  lading  by 
him  did  not  bind  complainant.  Shipments  found  misronted  and  repara- 
tion awarded.    Phoenix  Refining  Co,  v.  A„  T.  &  8.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  303. 

On  shipments  moving  prior  to  federal  control,  bill  of  lading  contained  in- 
Btrnctlona  as  to  both  rate  and  route.  Rate  named  was  not  applicable 
over  any  route  of  the  receiving  carrier,  but  was  applicable  over  th« 
route  of  a  rival  line  to  which  shipper  might  have  delivered  the  ship- 
ment had  he  so  elected.    Beld:  Following  McLean  tjumber  Co.,  22  L 

'  C.  C,  849,  receiving  carrier  may  forward  shipment  over  Ita  line  at  tlie 
rate  lawfully  applicable.  It  not  being  obligated  to  turn  the  traffic  over 
to  Its  competitor.  Former  report,  61  I.  C.  G.,  659,  modified  and  sliip- 
menta  found  not  mlsrouted.  Mulkey  Salt  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  44t 

On  shipments  moving  during  federal  control,  bill  of  lading  contained  in- 
atructlona  as  to  botb  rate  and  route.  Rate  named  was  not  applicable 
over  any  route  of  the  receiving  carrier,  but  was  applicable  over  tbe 
ronte  of  another  lino  to  which  shipper  might  have  delivered  tbe  ship- 
ment bed  he  so  elected.  Held:  Shipments  misronted  where  botb  of  the 
carriera  at  point  of  origin  were  federally  controlled,  since  they  were 
"  being  operated  under  a  unified  and  coordinated  national  control  and 
Dot  In  competition."    Id.  (441). 

MlBToutlng  found  to  result  where  shipments  were  delivered  to  originating 
carrier  unrouted  and  shipper  was  not  given  the  benefit  of  the  cheapest 
available  and  reasonable  route  to  which  he  wos  entitled.  Carney  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  560. 

Where  for  all  practical  purposes  the  routing  Instructions  given  by  shipper 
aire  complete,  and  shipments  move  in  accordance  therewith,  no  misront- 
Ing  results.    National  Supply  Co.  v.  0.,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  R.  Co.,  604  (605). 
MISTAKE.    See  Easoa. 
MIXED  CARLOADS. 

Ratea  on  green  salted  hides  and  green  salted  Aeep  pelts,  in  mixed  car- 
loads, from  Denver,  Colo.,  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Chicago,  III.,  found 
nnreasonabte  to  extent  they  exceeded  rates  on  green  salted  hides  in 
straight  carloads.  Reaaonable  maximum  rates  prescribed  and  repara- 
tion awarded.    Swift  ft  Co.  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  R.  C!o.,  33. 

Althou^  printing  Increases  tbe  valne  by  about  10  per  cent,  printed  and 
anpriated  bags  are  frequently  shipped  together,  and  In  snch  Instancea 
any  higher  rate  on  printed  bags  would  apply  to  the  entire  shipment. 
Held:  Higher  mtes  on  printed  than  on  nnprinted  bags  fonnd  not  ]ast^ 
fled.    Minnesota  ft  O&taHo  Paper  Co.  v.  N.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  571  (5T3>. 
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MODIFICATION. 

Upoo  petition  for  modlflcatlon  of  the  Commission's  report,  64  I.  C.  C,  857, 
service  of  wblch  was  made  in  compliance  with  rule  XT  ol  tbe  Rnles  of 
Practice  and  to  wblch  no  objections  have  been  raified,  rules  and  regnla- 
dons  preecrlblng  forms  of  uniform  domestic  bill  of  lading  and  uniform 
Uve-Btock  contract  so  as  to  eliminate  doubt  as  to  the  liability  of  the 
consiKnee  for  charges  and  remove  any  opportunity  for  confusion,  approved. 
Domestic  Bill  of  Lading  and  Live  Stock  Contract,  63. 

HDI/TIPLE  CAB  SHIPMENTS. 

Uinlmum  weight  of  40,000  pounds  for  each  car  osed,  applicable  on  flr 
piling,  In  triple  carloads,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded  mtnl- 
mnm  of  33.000  pounds  subsequently  established,  and  subject  to  n  mlni- 
mnm  diarge  of  $15  per  car.  Reparation  awarded.  Ambrose  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  153. 

NARROW-OADOE   LINE. 

Proposal  to  eliminate  certain  stations  on  the  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  West- 
ern, a  narrow-gauge  line,  from  the  application  of  group  rates  applicable 
between  Pacific  coast  points  and  points  in  Colorado  and  New  Mexico, 
and  to  deflnitely  restrict  &nch  rates  to  Colorado  common  points  and 
Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  which  will  effect  no  change  In  rates  but  merely 
darilV  the  tariffs — a  commendable  thing — found  Justifled.  Nonappllca- 
tion  of  Group-J  Rates,  06. 

NEGLIGENCE. 

Can  not  be  Imputed  to  carrier's  agent  (or  failure  to  divert  a  ship- 
ment before  arrival  at  originally  billed  destination  where  only  in- 
formation shown  in  reconslgnment  order  was  car  number  and  Initial,  and 
that  car  was  in  trandt  to  shipper  at  original  dettinatton.  Shipper  failed 
to  give  point  of  origin,  route  of  movement,  commodity,  or  any  other 
Information,  and  made  no  request  to  protect  the  through  rate.  Facts 
suffldent  to  Justify  agent  in  holding  the  order  nntil  arrival  of  the  car 
and  executing  the  instructions  of  the  shipper  at  that  time.  Reeves  Coal 
k  Dock  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  469. 
Is  tlie  violation  of  an  obligation  to  use  care  and  due  diligence.    Id.     (470). 

NEW  LINE.    See  ElxTEnsiON  op  Line. 

NEW  TOEK-CHICAGO  BATES.    See  Chicaoo-Nbw  York  Bates. 

NOTICE. 

Where  no  rule  is  published  requiring  payment  ot  transportation  charges 
prior  to  turning  shipments  over  to  a  delivering  line,  shippers  an  not  on 
notice  ot  any  such  practice  or  requirement  A  shipper  does  all  that  is 
required  when  he  notifies  the  delivering  line  shown  In  the  blUIng  of  such 
disposition  of  the  cars  as  Is  desired,  and  to  escape  responsibility  for 
(allore  to  effect  delivery  called  for  the  line-haul  carrier  must  clearly 
and  nnequlvocaliy  show  that  the  delivering  line  had  knowledge  of  the 
arrival  of  the  cara  and  that  they  were  being  held  for  its  account.  Ex- 
celsior Shook  &  Lumber  Co.  v  S.  A.  L.  Ry.  Co.,  241  (243-244). 

GPERATINO  COSTS.    See  Cost  of  OpEXATion. 

OPPOSITE  DIRECTION.    See  Both  Dixectiohb. 
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ORDER  NOTIFY. 

Request  received  too  late  to  accompllab  dlverslos,  and  shlpmmt  arrived  at 
orlgiDall7  billed  deetlnatlon,  wbere  It  was  placed  apoa  public  delivery 
tracks.  Behiaed  by  order  notify  consignee  and  subsequently  tecon- 
slgned.  Held:  Fact  that  this  was  an  order  notify  sbipmeDt  did  not  pre- 
clude carrier  from  placing  car  for  unloading  prior  to  surrender  of  bill 
of  ladliw  in  absence  of  instructions  to  the  contrary,  and  as  tariff  pro- 
vided tbat  if  a  car  was  placed  at  original  destination  and  retorwarded 
without  being  unloaded  It  would  be  subject  to  rates  to  and  from  recon- 
Bignment  point,  combination  cbarged  found  not  unrensonable  or  nnlaw- 
ful.  Salllvan  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  119. 
ORDERS  OF  COMMISSION. 

Upon  supplemental  report,  orders  entered  in  58  I.  C.  C,  610  and  63  I.  C.  C, 
2S8,  prescribing  reasonable  rates  between  Natchez  and  Vicksbure,  Mies., 
and  points  in  western  Louisiana  for  the  removal  of  undue  prejadice  and 
ondne  preference  in  favor  of  western  Loulsltina  points,  vacated.  The 
anlawful  situation  which  resulted  in  the  issuance  of  those  orders  does 
not  now  exist  and  will  not  be  restored,  and  there  Is  no  real  necessity  for 
their  further  continuance.  Natchez  Chamtjer  of  Commerce  u.  L.  &  A. 
By.  Co.,  386. 

Rates  on  cement  from  points  in  the  Kansas  gas  t>elt  and  from  Dewey, 
Okla.,  to  points  In  Nebraska.  South  Dakota,  Wyoming,  Iowa,  and  Mis- 
souri found  unreasonable.  Carriers  failed  to  comply  with  the  original 
order  in  the  Cement  Investigation,  48  I.  C.  C,  201,  and  as  a  result  of  the 
supplemental  proceeding  in  62  I.  C.  C,  225,  they  were  revised,  such  revi- 
sion involving  a  reduction  In  the  rates.  Reparation  awarded,  Icria 
Cement  Ullls  Traffic  Asso.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  496. 
ORB  CARRYING  CORPORATION. 

A  water  line  operating  under  a  common  arrangement  with  a  rail  carrier 
for  the  continuous  carriage  of  through  Interstate  traffic,  found  to  l>e  a 
common  carrier  subject  to  the  act,  which  may  lawfully  receive  from  its 
trunk-line  connections  reasonable  divlsiona  of  joint  interstate  rates, 
under  appropriate  tariffs.  Ore  Carrying  Corporation  v.  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of 
N.  J.,  311. 
OUTBOUND  RATES.  See  Inbocnd  and  Odtbouhd, 
OVERCHARGES. 

Rule  for  disposition  of  tractions  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director 
General,  applied  only  to  rates  quoted  in  dollars  or  dollars  and  cents  per 
ton.  Such  rule  did  not,  and  could  not,  by  any  reasonable  Interpretation 
qualify  another  rule,  which  was  oomplete  In  itself  and  specifically  pro- 
vided for  the  application  of  rates  stated  In  cents  per  ton  or  other  unit. 
Shipments  found  overcharged  and  reparation  awarded.  Hercules  Mining 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  aa  Agent,  140. 

On  kerosene  moving  from  Independence,  Kans.,  to  Sheffield,  Iowa,  reccm- 
signed  to  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  combination  rates  to  and  from  reconslgn- 
ment  point  assessed.  Applicable  tariff  named  a  Joint  rate  from  origin 
to  destination  plus  a  reconsignment  charge.  Held:  Combination  asses>ed 
Ill^al  and  shipments  overcharged.  Refund  directed.  Standard  Asphalt 
ft  Beflnlng  Co.  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent,  813. 
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OVERCHAROES— Continued, 

Applicable  tariff  provided  Cor  ttie  appUcatlon  to  intennedate  points  of  rates 
from  or  to  tbe  next  more  distant  station  wh«Q  rates  are  not  speclficall; 
published,  subject  to  tti«  general  provlao,  "Except  as  ma;  be  otherwise 
speclflcallr  provided  in  tbe  tariff."    SeU:  The  publication  of  a  "rate 
basis"  to  the  Intermediate  points  wltbout  corresponding  "rates"  on  spe- 
dflc  commodtties  did  not  operate  to  make  inapplicable  tbe  intermediate 
clause.    Shipments  found  overcharged  and  refund  directed.    Standard 
Oil  Co.  V.  Director  Qeneral.  as  Agent,  472. 
OVERHEAD  COSTS.    See  Cost  or  Skbvick. 
PACKING.    See  Containebs. 
PAPER  RATES. 

Ttie  maintenance  of  rates  at  a  high  level  is  obvlonslf  of  no  direct  advantage 
to  the  carriers  where  the  traffic  fails  to  move.    Utah  State  AutcHuobtle 
Asso.  V.  A.,  T.  &  S.  V.  Ry.  Co.,  8  (17). 
PARITY  OF  RATES. 

Third-class  rates  on  wool  in  ttie  grease  were  la  effect  from  Boston  and  Bast 
Boston.  Mass.,  to  Passaic,  Dundee,  Clifton,  and  GarBetd,  N.  J.,  while  lower 
commodity  rates  were  contemporaneously  maintained  to  specified  points 
in  the  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  rate  group.  Sut)SequNitl]r  sucb  commodity  rates 
to  Philadelphia  points  were  eliminated  and  ttoth  destination  groups  wera 
placed  on  a  parity.  Beld:  Higher  class  rates  charged  on  shipmenta 
moving  during  interim  found  not  unreasonable  or  unduljr  prejudicial. 
Botany  Worsted  MiUs  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  596. 
PARTIES. 

After  complaint  was  filed,  powers  of  attorney  were  executed  by  certain  cod- 
signors,  wbo  were  not  samed  as  parties  in  the  complaint.  In  favor  of  a 
complainaut  who  was  so  named.  Held;  Introduction  «(  such  powers  of 
attorney  in  evidence  at  the  bearing  over  (Ejection  of  defendants  can  not 
be  treated  as  equivalent  to  amendment  of  the  complaint,  and  since  such 
consignors,  who  bore  the  freight  diarges,  tiave  filed  no  complaint  within 
tbe  statutory  period,  reparation  as  to  them  must  be  denied.  Tanners' 
Council  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  415  (419). 

Where  shipments  were  sold  at  a  delivered  price  and  complainant's  cnatom- 
ers  paid  the  freight  charges  and  deducted  them  from  the  invoice  price  In 
making  settlement,  complainants  are  entitled  to  any  reparation  that  may 
be  awarded.  DameU-Taemer  Cote,  24S  U.  S.,  581.  lola  Cement  Mills 
Traffic  Asao.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  495  (600). 

Complaint  filed  by  a  public  traffic  manager  namli^  himself  as  complainant. 
RelA:  Since  he  is  not  the  real  party  in  Interest  reparation  dolled.  Carney 
V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  560  (561). 

Complainant,  a  commission  company,  sought  reparation  as  agent  for  Indi- 
vidual shiiq»era  named  in  the  complaint.  Wbereabouta  of  some  com- 
plainants unknown,  one  is  deceased  and  his  claim  is  not  listed  as  an  asset 
of  bis  estate  and  his  administrator  declines  to  take  cognlicnce  of  it,  and 
tbe  remainder  have  filed  requests  for  dismlssaL  Held:  Complainants' 
agency  to  make  claim  for  reparation  not  sufficiently  establlsbed.  Hyre- 
Price  Live  Stock  Coaunlsrion  Co.  v.  M.,  K.  &  T.  Ry.  Ca,  681. 

The  fact  that  one  company  may  be  a  subsidiary  of  another  does  not  ipto 
facto  Kitltle  the  latter  to  bring  an  action  in  lis  own  name  for  a  damage 
suffered  by  the  former.    American  Agricultural  Chemical  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent.  660  (661). 
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PARTIES—Contiiraed. 

American  lines  parties  to  a  joint  rate  from  or  to  a  point  In  Canada,  flu 
charges  nnder  whlcli  are  nnreasonable,  "cause  to  be  done"  or  "da"  ■ 
tiling  (L  e.,  the  collection  ot  unreasonable  cbarges  tor  the  transportation 
of  property)  "problbited  and  declared  to  be  unlawful"  by  tbe  act,  and 
are  "  liable  to  the  person  or  persons  injured  thereby  for  the  full  amount 
of  the  damage  sustained."  International  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  627  (628). 

Beparatlon  denied  for  the  eiaction  of  en  unreasoanble  rate  where  com- 
plainant was  not  a  part;  to  the  transportation  records.  In  cases  when 
complainants  are  parties  it  must  nppear  that  thef  suffered  the  damage* 
claimed  before  tbe  Commlasloa  Is  justified  in  entering  an  order  ot  repa- 
raUon  In  their  favor.    Id.  (652). 

Shipments  which  move  from  a  point  of  origin  to  final  destination  with  an 
arrangement  for  storage  in  transit  are  regarded  as  moving  nnder  » 
single  continuous  contract  of  carriage.  Neither  the  switching  line  at 
the  transit  point  nor  the  outbound  carriers  are  necessary  parties  defend- 
ant and  an  award  of  reparation  may  be  made  against  the  Inbound  ca> 
ner  who  collected  the  illegal  charges  tor  the  switching  line.  Capital 
Warehouse  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  683  (685-686). 

Where  an  unreasonable  Joint  rate  has  been  collected  the  liability  of  thi 
parties  to  such  action  is  joint  and  several,  and  the  nonjoinder  as  a  ptitr 
defendant  ot  one  ot  the  carriers  which  participated  in  the  tranqxirtatliKi 
is  immaterial.  Gulf  City  Mfg.  Go.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  TS 
(764). 
PAST  RATES. 

A  charge,  reasonable  In  its  inception  many  years  ago,  may  become  nnrea- 
sonably  low  in  consequence  ot  the  construction  ot  more  adequate  facili- 
ties, a  change  in  tbe  character  of  the  service  rendered,  the  Increased  lerd 
of  operating  costs  generally,  or  oae  or  more  of  these  factors.  Bat  tlM 
existence  of  such  general  conditions  alone  affords  no  proper  basis  niian 
which  to  test  the  reasonableness  of  a  specific  material  increase  in  cbarges. 
Space  Rental  Charges  on  Cotton,  121  (12S). 

Bates  on  pulled  wool  in  the  grease,  in  machine-pressed  bales,  from  Chicago, 
III.,  to  points  In  trunk-line  territory  and  New  England,  which  rates  ban 
been  maintained  for  many  years  and  resulted  from  the  Commission'! 
suggestion  in  Traugott  Schmidt  A  Sons,  23  I.  C.  C,  684,  found  not  unrea- 
sonable In  the  past  but  unreasonable  for  the  future.  Reasonable  rates 
prescribed  and  reparatitm  denied.  Swift  &  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  409. 
PENALTY. 

Penalty  charge  of  |10  per  car  per  day  on  lumber  held  for  reconsignment 
beyond  48  houm  after  T  a.  m.  of  day  following  notice  of  arrival  fonnd 
not  to  have  been  nnreaaooable  or  otherwise  unlawful  is  the  past.  How- 
ever, under  present  conditions  with  a  great  number  of  idle  freight  can, 
and  BD  entire  absence  ot  congestion  throughout  the  country,  the  charge 
la,  and  while  present  conditions  conttnue  will  be,  unreasonable.  Americui 
Wholesale  Lumber  Aaso.  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent,  898. 
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PENALTY— ConUDued. 

Contentton  tbat  tlie  lansnage  of  tbe  federal  control  act  did  Dot  gtve  power 
to  the  PrMldent  or  the  Director  General  to  aesen  a  penalty;  and  that 
Gonsrem  coatd  not  bare  given  eltber  of  them  that  power  becanse  the  Im- 
poettlon  of  a  penalty  Is  a  leglalative  function  wblcb  can  not  be  delegated, 
Beld:  The  Director  General  was  autborlssed  to  Inangurate  any  reason- 
able and  Jnst  regnlatlon  and  practice  whtcb  he  might  find  necesaary 
to  eliminate  tbe  abnae  of  ezceaslve  and  unreasonable  detention  of  frelgbt 
cars.    Id.  (896). 

The  right  of  carriers  to  assess  charges  for  undue  detention  of  equipment 
existed  at  common  law,  and  anch  charges  are  now  published  In  schedule 
form  In  accordance  with  the  prOTlsiona  of  the  act.  Tbe  Oommlsslon 
may  require  carriers  to  maintain  reasonable  demurrage  charges,  which 
are  in  part  compensation  for  nee  of  equipment  and  in  part  penalties  for 
detention  of  cars.    Id.  <398-397). 

A  charge  In  the  nature  of  a  penalty  Is  not  unlawful  if  its  purpose  is  to 
secure  for  the  public  a  more  efficient  use  of  eqnlpment,  and  while  It 
Aould  not  be  so  high  as  to  work  an  undue  hardship,  it  should  be  suffl- 
clent  In  amount  to  accomplish  the  purpose  for  which  It  is  Intended.  Id. 
(397). 

A  charge  Is  not  necessarily  unlawful  because  it  la  made  up  of  two  sepa- 
rately published  charges.  Tbe  real  question  Is  as  to  tlie  propriety  ot 
tbe  aggregate  charge.    Id.  (397). 

Ccmtentloa  that  carriers  having  eetablfsbed  through  rates  and  provided 
for  recontlgnmmt,  it  was  nnlawful  to  assess  penalty  charges  npon  ship- 
ments held  on  account  of  embargoes,  notwithstanding  tariff  provlslona 
to  the  effect  tbat  reconslgnment  orders  would  not  be  accepted  to  a  point 
against  which  an  embargo  was  In  force  at  the  time  tbe  shipment  was 
forwarded  frcun  point  of  origin,  not  sustained.    Id.  (S9S). 

Proposed  achedulea  which  would  require  shippers  to  deposit  910  for  each 
live-poultry  car  ordered,  such  deposit  to  be  refunded  only  If  loading  of 
the  car  be  commenced  within  48  hours  following  its  placement,  found 
not  Justified  in  part  and  ordered  cancelled  without  prejudice  to  the 
filing  of  new  schedules  modified  in  accordance  witb  snggeedons  In  tbe 
report.    Deposit  for  Llve-Pooltry  Car  Ordered,  658. 

Approximately  8  per  CCTt  of  live-poultry  cars  were  not  loaded  at  point  at 
whicb  orlglnallj  placed.  Ckintentlon  that  only  those  at  fault  should  be 
penalised  and  those  not  responsible  for  the  abuse  should  not  be  Incon- 
venienced by  a  proposed  rule  which  would  require  a  deposit  for  each 
car  ordered,  refund  to  be  made  only  If  loading  be  commenced  within 
48  boars  after  placement.  Held:  Percentage  soOlcieutly  high  to  Justify 
some  action  on  the  part  of  respondents  to  correct  the  evit  Id.  (654- 
66&). 
PER  CAR  CHARGES.    See  al<o  Miifntuu  Chabob. 

Rates  oD  n«sh  meat  moving  from  freezer  at  Jersey  Oty,  N.  J.,  to  com- 
plainant's plant  at  the  same  point  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with 
switching  charges  at  the  same  and  other  points,  but  in  view  of  the  com- 
plex movement  Involved,  rates  charged  were  unreasonable  to  extent  they 
exceeded  915  per  car.  ReparatioD  awarded.  Armour  &  Co,  v.  D.,  L.  ft 
W.  B.  R.  Co.,  445. 
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PBRCBNTAGB  RATES. 

Fiftb-claas  rate  charged  on  Ulster  copper  from  Port  Colbome,  Ontario, 
Canada,  to  Conatable  Hook  and  Chrome,  N.  J.,  found  anreasonAble  to 
extent  It  exceeded  7S  per  cent  of  the  commodity  rate  on  copper  froni 
Chicago  to  New  York  rate  points  Btibsequently  eetabliahed.  ReparatJoo 
awarded.  International  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  627. 
Exceptions  to  tbe  claaslflcation  publishing  rates  as  percentages  of  CMialn 
class  rates  does  not  In  and  of  itsdf  provide  a.  specific  rate,  but  reqaim 
reference  to  the  tariff  naming  class  rates.  Sncb  rates  can  In  no  aam 
be  considered  specific  commodity  rates.  Ft.  Wayne  Corrugated  Paper  Co. 
«.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  66&  <67(l>. 

PERISEtABLB  FREIGHT. 

Charges  on  cabbage,  in  crates,  based  on  estimated  weights  foand  not  no- 
reasonable  because  in  excess  of  those  based  on  actual  weights.  Tbii 
commodity  moves  with  other  perishable  freight  and  doe  to  varyii^ 
quantities  of  Ice  in  bunkers  it  Is  Impracticable  to  accurately  weigh  con- 
tents of  cars  on  track  scales.  To  stop  shipments  en  route  for  weigbiog 
would  result  in  delay  and  disarrange  the  movement.  Under  such  con- 
ditions a  system  of  estimated  weights  Is  not  merely  a  convenience  bnt  ■ 
practical  necessity.  Providence  Fruit  ft  Produce  Exchange  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  300. 

PHYSICAL  CONNECTION, 

The  mere  fact  that  one  common-carrier  railroad  has  a  physical  connectloa 
with  another  is  not  of  Itself  sufficient  ground  upon  which  to  base  an 
order  requiriug  the  establishment  of  joint  rates  over  those  roads.  The 
question  of  whether  or  not  they  should  be  established  ia  one  calling  fm 
the  exercise  of  the  Commission's  judgment  upon  the  circumstances  and 
conditions  of  each  particular  case  as  the  act  provides  that  the  Conunla- 
slon  may  and  aball  establish  joint  rates  "  whenever  deemed  by  It  to  be 
necessary  or  desirable  in  tbe  public  interesL"  Beaver  Sand  Co.  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  285  (288-289). 

PLACEMENT.     See  DBLrvKiT;   Spottinq  Cabs. 

FL£:ADING  AI4D  PRACTICE. 

Objections  of  defendants  to  receipt  of  petitions  in  Interventioo  seeking 
similar  relief  as  set  forth  in  the  complaint,  on  ground  that  allowances 
are  thereby  sought  at  points  and  plants  not  covered  by  the  complaint, 
as  to  which  defendants  had  not  had  requisite  notice  or  {^tportunlty  to 
prepare  their  defense,  found  well  taken  and  petitions  dismissed.  Oroaba 
Packing  Co  v.  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  Hy.  Co.,  M  (46). 

POSTING  TARIFFS.     See  Filiho  ahd  Postibo. 

PODLTKT  CARS. 

Proposed  scbednlea  which  would  require  shippers  to  deport  $10  for  ead 
live-poultry  car  ordered,  such  deposit  to  be  refunded  only  if  loading  bt 
commenced  within  48  hours  following  its  placemoit,  found  not  jnstUM 
in  part  and  ordered  cancelled  without  prejudice  to  the  filing  of  new 
schedules  modified  In  accordance  with  suggestions  In  the  report.  Devorit 
for  Lire-Poultry  Car  Ordered,  663. 
Approslmatdy  8  per  cent  of  live-poultry  cars  were  not  loaded  at  point  at 
which  originally  placed.  Contenti(»i  that  only  those  at  taolt  abovld  be 
penalised  and  those  not  reqionsible  for  the  abuse  should  not  be  incon- 
venienced by  a  proposed  rule  which  would  require  a  deposit  for  each 
car  ordered,  refund  to  be  made  only  If  loading  be  commenced  within  48 
hours  after  placement.  Held:  Perc^itage  sufficiently  high  to  jnstUl 
some  action  on  the  part  of  respondents  to  correct  the  evlL    Id.  (6S4-65S). 
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POWER  OF  ATTORNEY. 

After  complaint  wss  filed,  powers  of  attorney  were  erecated  by  certain 
cooBlgnora,  who  were  not  named  as  psrtlea  la  the  complaint,  In  favor 
of  a  complainant  wbo  was  bo  named.    Held:  Istrodnctlon  of  Bucb  powers 
.of  attom^  In  evidence  at  the  bearing  over  objection  of  defendants  can 
not  be  treated  as  equivalent  to  amendment  of  tbe  complaint,  and  since 
snch  conalgnora,  wbo  bore  tbe  frelgbt  charges,  have  filed  no  complaint 
within  the  statutory  period,  r^iaratlon  as  to  tbem  most  be  denied.    Tan- 
ners' Council  V.  Director  General,  aa  Agent,  41S  (419). 
POWER  OF  COMMISSION.    Sw  Jttmsbictiow. 
PKBFERISNCES  AND  PREJUDICES.    See  aUo  Oiscbiuinatioii. 
Branch  Line  Points: 

Maintenance  of  blanket    rates  from   and    to   Nampa,    Emmett,   and 

Boise,  Idaho,  lower  than  the  rates  on  like  trafilc  from  and  to  points 

on  the  Murphr  and  Wilder  branebea  of  the  Oregon  Short  Line,  found 

to  result  In  undue  prejudice  against  tbe  points  on  snch  branches  and 

in  undue  preference  of  Nampa,  Emmett,  and  Boise,  to  the  extent 

of  the  difference  In  such  rates.    State  of  Idaho,  ei  rel  v.  Director 

General,  8S0. 

Maintenance  of  rates  on  commodities,  the  rates  on  which  are  stated 

on  a  graded  or  mileage  basis  from  and  to  points  on  the  Wilder  and 

Murphy  branches  ot  the  Oregon  Short  Line,  higher  than  from  and  to 

points  on  the  Emmett  and  Boise  branches,  found  to  result  In  andue 

prejudice  to  extent  that  the  branch-line  differentials  on  the  former 

exceed  those  maintained  on  like  traffic  from  and  to  points  on  the 

latter  branches  for  like  distances  from  the  main-line  Junction.    Id. 

(887). 

Loading  and  Unloading:  Charges  in  addition  to  line  haul  charges,  for 

unloading  and  reloading  en  route  ordinary  live  stock  destined  to  private 

stockyards  adjacent  to  packing  plants  of  complainants,  while  unloading 

and  reloading  such  shipments  destined  to  public  stockyards  without  charge 

In  addition  to  Une-haol  charges,  found  to  result  In  undue  prejudice  to 

complainant  In  favor  of  competitors  whose  packing  plants  are  adjacent 

to  public  stockyards.    Omaha  Packing  Co,  v.  A,,  T.  &  S.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  44. 

Localities : 

Arkansas  points:  Following  Arkan»ag  Jobbert  £  Mfri.  Aito.,  99  1.  0. 
C.,  602,  local  rates  on  grain  and  products  from'  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  from  Cairo  and  Thebes,  IH..  to  certain  points  In  Arkansas  found 
nndnly  prejudicial  to  such  Arkansas  points  and  unduly  preferential 
of  Little  Rock,  Pine  Bluff,  and  Fort  Smith,  Ark.  Reasonable  and 
nonprejudldal  rates  prescribed.  Arkansas  Jobbers  Ic  Mfrs.  Asso.  v. 
Director  General,  475, 
Boise,  Idaho:  Rates  on  nin-of-mlne  coal  from  Snuoyslde,  Utah,  to, 
found  not  nnreasonable,  discriminatory,  or  unduly  prejudicial  be- 
cause they  exceed  the  rates  on  tbe  same  grade  of  coal  from  Sunnyside 
to  Twin  Falls,  Idaho.  No  competition  shown  to  exist  between  com- 
plainant and  consumers  of  run  of-mlne  coal  at  Twin  Falls  and  no 
Sunnyside  coal  moves  to  that  point.  Boise  Gas  Light  &  Coke  Co.  t>. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  607. 
California  points:  Rates  on  Ore  brick  from  transcontinental  groups 
A,  D,  B,  and  J  to  San  Francisco  and  other  California  points,  found 
not  nndnly  prejudicial  as  compared  with  rates  to  north  Padflc 
coast  points.  Columbia  Steel  Co.  v.  Director  General,  aa  Agent,  169. 
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PREFERENCES  AND  PREJUDICES— Ck.n tinned. 
Local  Itlea— Contl  d  ued. 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.:  Combination  ratea  on  anmftnDfactnred  or  leaf 
tobacco  lu  hogsheads,  any  quantity,  and  in  bulk,  from  certain 
points  In  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Indiana,  to,  found  unreasonable 
and  unduly  prejudicial  as  compared  with  rates  from  the  same  points 
of  orlgtu  to  certain  competing  points.  Reasonable  Joint  rates  pre- 
scribed and  reparaUon  awarded.  Roth  Tobacco  Co.  v.  St  L.-S.  F. 
Hy.  Co.,  814. 

Corinth,  MlBs.:  Glass  rates  from,  to  points  In  Tennessee  between 
Corinth,  and  Jackson,  Tenn.,  found  unreasonable  and  undnly  preju- 
dicial to  Gorintb  and  its  shippers,  as  compared  with  class  rates  to 
the  same  polnta  from  Jackson.  Reasonable  maximum  distance  rates 
prescribed.    Corinth  Grocery  Co.  v.  M.  &  O.  R.  R.  Co.,  S20. 

East  Bralntree,  Mass. :  Rates  on  petroleum  and  products,  and  fuel 
oil,  from  complainant's  refinery  located  near  E^ast  Bralntree,  on  tbe 
Fore  River  R.  R.  Corporation,  a  common  carrier  short  line,  to  des- 
tinations in  New  England,  found  unreasonable  and  unduly  prejudi- 
cial In  favor  of  competitors  located  within  tbe  Providence,  R.  I., 
BwltchlnK  district  and  at  other  shipping  points,  to  extent  tbey  ex- 
ceeded the  standard  distance  basis  of  rates  applicable  from  such 
competing  points  to  the  same  New  England  destinations.  Reason- 
able  Joint  rates  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded.  Massachusetts 
Oil  Refining  Co.  v.  B.  &.  A.  R.  R.  Co.,  53S. 

Indiana  points :  Class  and  commodity  rates  from,  to  St.  Paul  and  Min- 
neapolis, Minn.,  found  nnreasonable'  and  unduly  prejudicial  to  ex- 
tent that  tbey  ezc^d  the  rates  contemporaneously  In  effect  from 
Illinois  points  and  west-bank  Mississippi  River  points  in  Iowa  and 
Missouri  for  approximately  equal  dlstancee.  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Indiana  v.  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  Hy.  Co.,  512. 

Meridian,  Miss. :  Class  and  commodity  rates  between  Meridian,  MIsa., 
Mobile,  Selma,  Montgomery,  Blrmingbam,  Demopolia,  and  Tusca- 
loosa, Ala.,  oD  the  one  hand,  and  certain  points  In  AlalMuna  within 
200  miles  of  Meridian,  on  the  other,  proposed  in  compUance  wttb 
the  Commission's  order  In  Meridian  Tratflc  Bureau,  60  I.  C.  C» 
6,  for  removal  of  undue  prejudice  found  to  exist  against  Meridian, 
found  Justified  in  some  Instances  and  not  In  others,  and  reasonable 
nuxlmum  distance  scales  prescribed.    Meridian  Rate  Oase,  179. 

Muncie,  Ind. ;  Rates  on  glass  fruit  Jars,  fruit-Jar  tops,  and  Jelly  glaasea 
from,  to  points  In  Wisconslii  and  Minnesota,  found  undnly  prejndl- 
dal  to  Muncie  and  preferential  of  Hlllsboro,  111.,  a  competing  point. 
Basis  for  establishment  of  nonprejudicial  rates  prescribed.  Ball 
Bros.  Glass  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Director  General,  52a 

New  Jersey  points:  Third-class  rates  on  wool  tn  the  grease  were  la 
effect  from  Boston  and  £>ast  Boston,  Mass.,  to  Passaic,  Dundee, 
Clifton,  and  Garfield,  N.  J.,  while  lower  commodity  rates  were  con- 
temporaneously maintained  to  specified  points  In  the  Pbllad^>hla, 
Pa.,  rate  group.  Subsequently  such  commodity  rates  to  Phllad^riila 
points  were  eliminated  and  both  destination  groups  wer«  placed  on 
a  parity.  Held:  Higher  claas  rates  chained  on  ataipments  moTliig 
during  Interim  found  not  unreasonable  or  unduly  preJudldaL  Bot- 
any Worsted  Mills  v.  Director  General,  as  Agmt.  656. 
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PREFKRENGE^S  AND  PREJUDIOBS— GODtlnned. 
Local  1  ties — Contlnaed. 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla. :  Combination  rat«8  on  fnllef  a  earth  from  Mid- 
way, Qnlncy  and  BUeoton,  Fls.,  to,  foand  nnreasonable  and  unduly 
prejudicial  to  extent  that  the  componenta  thereat  from  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  to  Oklahoma  City  exceeded  the  components  from  Memphis 
to  Gushing,  Okmnlgee,  Tulsa,  and  Muskogee,  Okla.,  and  Independ- 
ence and  Arkansas  City,  Kans.    Reparation  awarded.    Choate  Oil 
Corp.  V.  Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent,  S62. 
Ramsay,  Mont. :  Domestic  rate  applicable  on  import  shipment  of  nitrate 
of  soda  from  Tacoma,  Waafa.,  to.  found  not  unreasonahle  or  unduly 
prejudicial  as  compared  with  domestic  raM  contemporaneously  In 
effect  from  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to  Bacchus,  Utah.     Dn  Pont  de 
Nemonrs  Ic  Go.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  601. 
Roundup  and  OeneTa,  Mont.:  Bates  on  coal  from,  to  certain  destina- 
tions In  North  and  South  Dakota,  found  unreasonable  and  unduly 
prejudicial  In  favor  of  competitors  shipping  to  the  same  points  from 
Lake  Superior  porta  and  from  mines  In  southern  Illinois.     Reason- 
able and  nonprejudicial  rates  prescribed.    Roundup  Coal  Mining  Co. 
V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  248. 
St.  Joe^fa.  Ho.,  and  Omaha,  Nebr. :  Proposed  reductions  In  rates  on  coal 
from  mlnee  In  the  SpringBeld,  111.,  district  served  by  the  Chicago  & 
Alton,  and  from  mines  In  the  southwestern  field  located  In  Missouri, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.,  and 
Intermediate  points,  found  not  JustlBed.    Such  reduced  rates  wltbout 
corresponding  reductions  to  St  Josqih  and  Omaha  would  widen  the 
spread  in  rates  existing  between  these  points  and  would  result  in 
undue  preference  to  Kansas  Glty  and  in  undue  prejudice  to  St.  Joe^h 
and  Omaha.    Reduced  Rates  on  Coal  to  Kansas  City,  Ma,  457. 
St  Paul,  Minn. :  Rates  on  coke  from,  to  points  In  South  Dakota,  Iowa, 
Illlnoig,  Wisconsin,  and  Michigan  found  unreasonable  and  ondnlr 
prejudicial  to  St  Panl  and  unduly  preferential  of  Dulnth,  Hlnn., 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  Chicago,  111.,  and  St  Louis,  Mo.    Maximum  bases 
prescribed  and  reparation  doiled.     Minnesota  By-Prodnct  Coke  Co. 
V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  48(K 
Western  points:  Rates  on  certain  kinds  of  paper  and  paper  articles  Qvm 
points  in  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  BUchlgan  to  destinationB  In  the 
west,  southwest  and  Mississippi  Valley,  found  unreasonable  and  un- 
duly prejudicial.     Reasonable  rates   and  relationships   prescribed. 
Order  in  61 1,  C.  C,  709,  as  modified  in  64  I.  C.  C,  33,  reKilnded.    Min- 
nesota &  Ontario  Paper  Co.  v.  N.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  S71. 
Woodbury,  N.  J.:  Glass  and  commodity  rates  to  and  from  Woodbury, 
found  not  unreasonable,  unduly  prejudicial  or  unjustly  discriminatory 
as  compared  with  rates  to  and  from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  tak- 
ing the  same  rates.     Betber  Trunk  &  Bag  Co.  v.  W.  3.  &  S.  R.  R.  Co.,  49a 
Spotting  Cars :  Failure  of  defendants  to  move  inbound  and  outbound  cars 
between  interchange  trades  and  points  within  complainants'  plants  onder 
the  line-haul  rates  or  to  compensate  complainants  therefor,  found  not  to 
result  in  unreasonable,  discriminatory,  or  unduly  prejudicial  charges. 
Complainants  would  not  accept  placement  within  their  plants  at  defend- 
ants' couTOilence ;  the  practice  has  be«i  to  deliver  and  receive  tbe  traffic  at 
the  interdiange  tracks ;  and  complainants  are  accorded  tbe  same  treatment 
as  their  competiton  In  tbe  same  district    Gulf  States  Steel  Co.  v.  Dlnctor 
General,  as  Agent  26S. 
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PREPERBNCBS  AND  PBEJDDICBS— ConOnoed. 
State  and  Interstate: 

Upon  anpplementftl  report,  tntracrtate  ntes  and  charges  of  certain 
electric  lines  and  certain  short-Une  eteam  railroads,  required  by 
state  autboritr  to  be  maintained  witbin  Illinois,  lower  than  the  cor- 
leqpondlDK  Interstate  rates  and  chaises  anttaorlzed  in  Increoted  Rata, 
19tO,  58  I.  G.  a,  220,  fOond  unduly  preferenUal  of  Intrastate  ahip- 
p^s  and  localities,  unduly  prejudicial  to  Interatate  shippers  and 
localities,  and  unjustly  discriminatory  gainst  interstate  commerce. 
Previous  reports,  S8  I.  G.  G.,  SCO,  and  60  I.  G.  C,  B2.  Intrastate 
Bates  Within  Illinois,  SSO. 

Upon  sapplemental  report,  orders  entered  In  B8  I.  0.  C„  810  and  63 
I.  O.  C.,  28S,  prescrlblne  reasonable  ratM  between  Hatches  and  Vlcks- 
burg.  Miss.,  end  points  In  western  Louisiana  for  the  removal  of  undue 
prejudice  and  undue  pref^vnoe  in  favor  of  western  Loalslana  points, 
vacated.  The  unlawful  Bltuatlon  which  resulted  In  the  issuance  ot 
those  orders  does  not  now  exist  and  will  not  be  restored  and  there  is 
no  real  necessity  for  their  further  coatiunance.  Natctaes  Chamb^  of 
Commerce  o.  ^  ft  A.  By.  Co.,  386. 

Contention  that,  after  undue  prejudice  against  Interstate  commerce  has 
been  lemoved  by  compliance  with  the  CommlssIonB'  order,  the  action 
of  state  authorities  In  approving  the  rates  prescribed  deprives  the 
Commission  of  Jurisdiction  to  require  the  cfwtlnuance  of  the  non- 
prejudicljil  adjustment,  not  sustained.    Id.  (3SS). 


TarlfC  rule,  defining  railroad  premises  to  embrace  private  tracks  constructed, 
maintained,  or  operated  under  a  written  agreement  by  which  carrier 
reeervee  the  right  to  use  such  tracks  for  Itself  or  others,  makes  the  wrlttei 
agreement  the  controlling  factor  rather  than  the  right  to  use  sncb  tracks. 
Western  Petroleum  Beflners  Abso.  v.  A.  ft  B.  B.  B.  Co.,  68  <60). 
PBICE. 

The  fact  that  some  competitors  tnay  have  enjoyed  larger  profits  does  not 
establish  damage  where  It  Is  not  shown  that  the  price  of  the  commodity 
was  controlled  by  any  such  competitors  by  virtue  of  a  preferential  rate. 
Standard  Oil  Co.  v.  Director  Qenccal,  as  Agent,  37  441-42). 

Contentim  that  since  the  price  of  the  commodity  here  under  conedderatlon 
was  fixed  by  the  governmeot,  complainants  were  not  damaged  by  the 
exaction  of  unreasonable  rates,  because  they  would  not  have  received  any 
more  profit  If  lower  rates  had  been  in  effect,  and  that  an  award  ot  repa- 
ration would  permit  profits  In  excess  of  those  allowed  by  the  government, 
not  sustained.  Tanners'  Council  v.  Director  Oeneral,  as  Agrat,  415  (419). 
PBITATE  CABS. 

Maintenance  of  track-storage  charges  on  gasoltaie  and  other  articles  requir- 
ing "  Inflammable  "  placards  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Commis- 
sion, when  held  In  tank  cars  on  private  tracks  where  ownership  of  the 
tracks  and  cars  Is  the  same,  found  not  unreasonable  or  aolawful  wha« 
the  private  tracks  are  described  as  "  Railroad  Premises  "  In  a  rule  of  car^ 
Tiers'  tarlfCs.  Charge  has  been  In  no  way  burdmsome  to  ahlppers,  and 
Its  purpose  is  to  promote  safety.  Western  Petndenin  Boners  Asso.  «.  A. 
ft  B.  B.  B.  Co.,  S8. 
PBIVATB  SCALES.    Ses  Soalu. 
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PRIVATE  TRACKS. 

Maintenance  of  tracb-Btorage  charges  on  gasoline  and  other  articles  requir- 
ing "  Inflammable  "  placards  under  regulations  prescribed  b7  the  Comml»- 
bIod,  what  held  In  tank  cars  on  private  tracks  where  ownership  of  the 
tracks  and  cars  Is  the  same,  found  not  nnreasonable  or  unlawful  where 
the  private  tracks  are  described  as  "  Railroad  Premises  '*  io  a  rule  of  car- 
riers' tariffs.  Charge  has  been  in  no  way  burdmsome  to  shippers,  and  its 
purpose  Is  to  promote  safety.  Western  Petroleum  R«flners  Assa  v.  A. 
&  R.  R.  R.  Co.,  68. 

Tariff  rule,  defining  railroad  premises  to  embrace  private  tracks  con- 
structed, maintained,  or  operated  under  a  wrlttm  agreement  by  which 
carrio'  reserves  the  right  to  use  such  tracks  for  itaelf  or  others,  makes 
the  written  agreement  the  ctHttraUing  factor  rather  than  the  right  to  use 
such  tracks.  Id.  <60>. 
PROFIT. 

The  fact  that  aome  competitors  may  have  enjoyed  larger  profits  doea  not 
establish  damage  where  It  Is  not  shown  that  the  price  of  the  commodity 
was  controlled  by  any  such  competitors  by  virtue  of  a  preferential  rate. 
Standard  OU  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  3T  (41-42). 

CoQteotion  that  since  the  price  of  the  commodity  here  under  consideration 
was  fixed  by  the  governm«it,  complainants  were  not  damaged  by  the 
exaction  of  unreasonable  rates,  because  they  would  not  have  received 
any  more  profit  if  lower  rates  bad  been  in  effect,  and  that  an  award  of 
r^aratlon  would  permit  profits  In  excess  of  those  allowed  by  the  gov- 
ernment, not  sustained.  Tanners'  Oonndl  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 
415  (419). 

Complainant's  prices  were  not  always  governed  by  the  prices  of  Its  com- 
petitor. It  did  DOt  meet  tbe  prices  of  its  competitor  on  some  of  the 
shipments  on  which  reparation  is  asked,  and  such  shipments  can  not  be 
segregated  from  those  on  which  it  had  to  shrink  its  profits  In  order  to 
make  the  sale.  Held:  Complainant  has  failed  to  prove  with  sufflclHit 
particularity  that  it  was  damaged  by  reason  of  any  unjnst  discrlminatloD 
or  undue  prejudice  that  may  have  existed.  Albers  Bros.  Milling  Co.  t>. 
EHrector  General,  as  Agent,  SOS. 
PROHIBITIVE  BATES. 

The  maintenance  of  rates  at  a  high  level  Is  obviously  of  no  direct  advan- 
tage to  the  carriers  where  tbe  traffic  falls  to  move.  Utah  State  Auto- 
mobile Asso.  ti.  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  Ry.  Co..  8  (17). 

While  volume  of  movement  Is  an  Important  e)em«it  to  be  considered  in 
arriving  at  a  reasonable  rate,  an  excessive  rate  can  not  be  Justified 
merely  on  account  of  tbe  fact  that  movements  thereunder  are  Infrequent. 
The  maintenance  of  a  rate  that  is  too  high  may  be  one  of  the  causes  of 
which  a  light  movement  Is  the  efFect.  United  Verde  ffixtensioQ  Mining 
Co,  V.  V.  V.  &  P.  Ry.  Co.  877  (379). 
PROOF.    Bee  also  BvmERCB. 

In  complying  with  Rule  V  of  the  Oommission's  Rules  of  Practice,  complain- 
ants authorized  to  submit  proof  In  the  form  of  aflldavlta  that  freight 
diarges  were  paid  and  Dome  bytbem.  Carriers  do  not  object  to  this 
form  of  prooL  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Director  General,  as 
Ageit,  142  (144). 

No  reparatlOQ  can  be  awarded  for  the  exaction  of  an  nnreasonable  rate 
where  witness  unable  to  give  direct  teetlmoo;  as  to  who  paid  and 
bore  the  charges.  American  Wood  Pipe  Co.  v.  Director  Oeneral,  at 
Agent,  155  (1S6). 

m  I.  c.  c. 
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PBOOF— CMiHnned. 

CMDpUlunt'B  price*  were  not  atmiTs  cowned  hr  tte  w*Bm  of  Ms  tmm- 

I«Utor.  It  did  not  meet  tbe  prkes  at  bs  oompcllUr  wm  mamt  at  (he 
^Ipineits  Ml  which  -efMntioD  l«  kAed  and  Mich  ihliMHif  caa  aac  be 
Kxrexated  from  Ui08e  on  whldi  U  bad  ta  sbrlnk  Its  proMs  ta  «der  ta 
make  tbe  nie.  Held:  Complainant  haa  failed  to  mre  wia  artktcaS 
partlcii]ai1t7  tliat  It  waa  damaged  by  leaaon  ot  anr  ndott  diMilil— tkM 
or  Dndne  prejndloe  that  may  bare  exited.  Altwta  Bra*.  laUbc  Co.  *. 
Dlrertor  Oeneral,  as  Ageot,  S63. 
PBOPORTIONAL  BATES.    See  also  Ttciam. 

Proposed  ioovase  lo  proportioiuil  ratea  on  ImUa  and  veictablea  trem  New 
Jersey  termlDaJa  of  tbe  Erie  R.  R.  to  Dnane  street.  New  Tocfe,  K.  T^ 
found  Jostifled  In  part.    Fmlts  and  TeseUblea  to  Doane  Sv.  N.  Y^  135. 

Charges  on  bltomlnoos  coal  from  Citiiens  mlnea  A  and  B,  located  oatalde 
the  city  limit*  but  In  tbe  Sprlngfi^d,  IlL,  district,  ta  Intrastate  and  Inter- 
state points  dnrlng  federal  control,  esse  said  on  tbe  basis  of  tte  prapor- 
tlooal  rate  to  Sprlug&eld,  pins  tbe  Springfltld  district  rates  beyond. 
found  not  nnreasoDatile  as  compared  wltb  rates  from  otber  mines  withi.i 
that  district  wblcb  took  tbe  Sprtngfletd  district  bads  of  rates.  Cttlaens 
Coal  MinlnE  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agrat,  271. 

Profiortlonal  commodity  ratea  and  minima  atwUcable  from  Hlssdaslppl  Birtf 
croKsings  OS  palled  wool  la  tbe  grease.  In  machine-pressed  bales,  origi- 
natlnjc  at  Sooth  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans^  and  moTins  to 
points  In  trank  line  territory  and  New  BugUnd,  foond  not  anreaaonsble 
as  compared  with  rates  cootemporaneously  In  effect  from  sacb  Uiasis- 
slppl  Rivet  crossings  or  Chicago.  III.,  to  the  same  destinations.  Swift  ft 
Co.  V.  Director  OeuersI,  ss  Agent,  409. 

May  properly  be  somewhat  lower  than  tbe  eorrespoDdlni  local  ratea.  Id. 
<A1S). 

Proportional  class  rates  between  west-batik  Htsslnlppt  River  crosslDgs  and 
Mason  City.  Iowa,  on  trafflc  originating  at  or  destined  to  official  terri- 
tory east  of  the  Indiana -Illinois  state  line,  published  by  carriers  pursuant 
to  the  Commission's  orders  In  interior  Iowa  Cote*,  40  I.  C.  C,  38.  fooiMl 
not  nnreasonable  or  unduly  prejudicial.  Alter  t>.  Director  Owieral,  as 
ARent.  619. 
PDBI,IC  CONVENIENCE  AND  NKCESSITI.    See  t^owvMOMCE  Am  Nnxa- 

sriT. 
PUBLIC  INTEREST. 

If  a  carrier  has  trafDc  In  Its  possession  it  diould  be  allowed  to  handle  it 
by  Its  own  line  as  far  as  It  can  unless  the  public  Interest  would  sutler 
thereby.    Routing  on  Coal  from  Western  Maiyland  By.  Mines.  108  (108  >. 

Both  the  legislative  history  and  the  provlsliMis  of  the  transportatl<Hi  act. 
1S20,  make  it  clear  that  the  purpose  of  Congress  in  tbls  legislation  was 
broader  than  tbe  mere  regulation  of  Individual  railroads.  Congress  was 
endeavoring  to  assure  an  effective  transportation  system  for  the  aatUm, 
and  the  principle  waa  recognized  that  the  various  carriers,  while  Inde- 
pendently owned,  are  nevertheless  to  a  targe  extent  Intodependent,  and 
that  they  owe  a  duty  to  one  another  in  the  public  Interest  Nerw  BogUnd 
Divisions,  196   (198). 

Thf  Commission's  power  over  divisions  Is  founded  npon  tbe  public  interest. 
Carriers  sre  mutually  dq>endent  parts  ot  tbe  transportstlon  systam ;  and 
tbe  public  Interest  requires  that  ail  essential  parts  be  maintained  In  eflec- 
f,     Uve  working  condition.    Id.  (199). 

BSLaC. 
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PUBLIC  INTEBBST— Continued. 

la  ■  caae  InvolTlng  divisions  the  GommiBBlon  roar.  wl>en  th«  public  Inter- 
est BO  requires,  grant  Immediate  relief  subject  to  later  readjustments,  as 
It  baa  done  in  cases  involrlcg  general  increases  or  reductions  In  rates. 
Id.  (204). 
Tbe  Interstate  commerce  act  requires  a  practical  admiaistratloa,  and 
prompt  action  where  that  Is  necessary  In  the  public  Interest  Id.  (204). 
Tbe  sbipplng  public  muat  not  be  made  to  suCer  because  of  a  disagreement 
between  carriers  over  divisions.  Tlie  act  prescribes  a  method  for  ad- 
justing BUcb  controversies.  Rate  CancellatiOD  from  Indiana  to  Ohio, 
449  (451). 

PURPOSE  OP  ACT.    See  alto  CoNSTBnonow  of  Statuik. 

The  interstate  commerce  act  Is  not  onl;  designed  to  cure  violations  thereof 
but  also  to  prevent  them.  Salt  from  Louisiana  Mines  to  Chicago,  81  (93). 
Both  tbe  legislative  history  snd  tbe  provisions  of  tbe  transportation  act, 
1B20,  make  it  clear  tliat  tbe  purpose  of  Congress  in  this  leglslBtlon  was 
broader  than  tbe  mere  regulation  ot  Individual  railroads.  Congress  was 
endeavoring  to  assure  an  effective  trsngportation  system  for  the  nation, 
and  tbe  principle  was  recognUed  that  the  various  carriers,  wtdle  Inde- 
pendently owned,  are  nevertheless  to  a  large  extent  interdependent,  and 
that  they  owe  a  duty  to  one  another  In  the  public  Interest.  New  England 
Divisions,  196  (188). 

KATE  WAR. 

The  Commission  does  not  feel  that  particular  reductions  In  rates  should 
be  encouraged  during  a  period  when  It  is  considering  Oie  question  of 
general  reductions  In  rates,  especially  in  view  of  tbe  admissions  and 
assertions  that  sncb  proposed  reductions,  if  allowed  to  become  etFective, 
would  mark  the  beginning  of  a  rate  war  between  certain  carriers.  R» 
duced  Rates  on  Coal  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  457  (467). 

RAW  MATERIAL.    See  Manufactured  Axticles. 

REARGUMENT.    See  also  Fubthks  Hkaxiho;  Suppixmbntai.  Rxfost. 

DpoD  reargument,  original  report  58  I.  C.  C,  73,  local  rates  to  and  from 
reconsignment  points  found  unreasonable  to  extent  they  ^ceeded  cliarges 
which  would  have  accrued  bad  tarlfTs  provided  for  reconsignmeat  at 
"hold  points"  at  tlirougb  rates  plus  reconsignmeat  charges  in  effect 
prior  to  Recontignment  Case,  47  1.  C.  C,  500,  or  had  rules  enbeequentlj 
established  been  In  eEFect,  which  provided  that  if  car  has  been  placed 
but  not  unloaded  or  accepted  it  will  t>e  reconslgned  st  through  rate  plus 
reconsignment  charges.  Reparation  awarded.  Boston  Cii&mber  of  Com- 
merce v.  Director  GenersI,  as  Agent,  142. 
Upon  reargument,  divisions  of  Joint  class  rates  and  similar  Joint  com- 
modity rates  which  divide  on  tbe  ciass-rate  basis,  other  than  those  in 
which  tbe  Bangor  &  Aroostook  B.  R.  Co.  partldpates,  accmlng  to  cer- 
tain carri^v  in  New  England,  found  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  Inequi- 
table tor  the  future,  and  readjustment  prescribed.  Former  report  62 
I.  C.  C,  518.    New  England  Divisions,  190. 

REASONABLENESS  OF  RATE.    See  MEAstrsE  or  Rath. 

RECIPROCAL  DEMURRAGE.     See  DuitnXAOK. 
66 1.  C.  C. 
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RECONSIGNMBNT.    Bee  alto  Divemion. 

Request  received  too  late  to  acoompllsh  diversion  and  shipment  BirtTed 
at  oilglnall?  blHed  destlnatloD,  where  It  was  placed  upon  public  deUverr 
tracks.  Refused  by  order  notif;  consignee  and  subsequently  recon- 
Bigned.  Held:  Fact  tbat  this  was  an  order  notify  shipment  did  not 
preclude  carrier  from  placing  car  for  unloading  prior  to  sarrender  of 
bill  of  lading  in  absence  of  Instructions  to  the  contrary,  and  as  tariff 
provided  that  tf  a  car  was  placed  at  original  destination  and  refor- 
warded  without  being  unloaded  it  would  be  subject  to  rates  to  and  from 
reconsignment  point,  corabtnatton  charged  found  not  unreasonable  or 
unlawful.    Sullivan  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  119: 

Upon  reargument,  original  report  59  I.  G.  G.,  73,  local  rates  to  and  from 
reconsignment  points  found  unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceeded  charges 
which  would  have  accrued  had  tariffs  provided  for  reconsignment  at 
"hold  points"  at  through  rates  plus  reconsignment  charges.  In  effect 
prior  to  Reconsl^ment  Case,  47  I.  C.  C,  590,  or  had  rules  sabseqoKitlT 
established  been  in  effect,  which  provided  that  If  car  has  be^i  placed 
but  not  unloaded  or  accepted  It  will  be  reconslgned  at  through  rate  ploa 
reconsignment  charges.  Reparation  awarded.  Boston  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce o.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  142. 

On  kerosene  moving  from  Independence,  Kans.,  to  SbefOeld,  Iowa,  recoD- 
signed  to  MlnneapoliB,  Minn.,  combination  rates  to  and  from  reconslgD- 
ment  point  assessed.  AppUcable  tariff  named  a  Joint  rate  from  orlclii 
to  destination  plus  a  reconslgnmeDt  charge.  Held:  Combination  as- 
sessed Illegal  and  shipments  overcharged.  Refund  directed.  Standard 
Asphalt  &  Reflning  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  313. 

Penalty  charge  of  $10  per  car  per  day  on  lumber  held  for  reconsignmoit 
beyond  48  hours  after  7  a.  m.  of  day  following  notice  of  arrival  found 
not  to  bave  been  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful  in  the  past.  How- 
ever, under  present  conditions  with  a  great  number  of  idle  freight  cars, 
and  an  entire  absence  of  congestion  throughout  the  country,  the  charge  is, 
and  while  present  condltioas  continue  will  be,  unreasonable.  American 
Wholesale  Lumber  Asso.  e.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  SS3. 

Contention  that  carriers  having  established  through  rates  and  provided  for 
reconsignment  It  was  nnlawful  to  assess  penalty  charges  upon  shipments 
held  on  account  of  embargoes,  notwithstanding  tariff  provisions  to  the 
effect  that  reconsignment  orders  would  not  be  accepted  to  a  point  against 
which  an  embargo  vras  In  force  at  the  time  the  shipment  was  forwarded 
from  point  of  origin,  not  sustained.    Id.  (898), 

Proposal  of  the  Chicago,  Peoria  &  St.  Lonls  R.  R.  Co.  to  cancel  Uie  $3 
reconsignment  charge  on  lumber  when  Instructions  are  received  prior  to 
arrival  of  car,  and  to  reduce  the  charge  from  $7  to  $3  when  Instructions 
are  received  after  arrival  of  car.  found  not  Juatifled.  The  $3  and  JT 
charges  now  In  effect  are  generally  uniform  on  all  railroads  throughout 
the  coontry  and  were  approved  by  the  Commission  In  the  RecofMlffntNewt 
Case.  47  I.  C.  0.,  590.    Id.  <408). 

Negligence  can  not  be  imputed  to  carrier's  agent  for  failure  to  divert  « 
shipment  before  arrival  at  originally  billed  destination  where  only  Infor- 
mation shown  in  reconsignment  order  was  car  number  and  Initial  and 
that  car  was  In  transit  to  shipper  at  original  destination.  Shipper  failed 
to  give  point  of  origin,  route  of  movement,  commodity,  or  any  otber 
information,  and  made  no  request  to  protect  the  through  rate.  Facta 
sufficient  to  justly  agent  in  holding  the  order  antil  arrival  of  the  car 
and  esecoUng  the  instructions  of  the  shipper  at  that  time.  Reeves  Coal 
&  Dock  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  468.  66 1.  C.  C 
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BKCONSIONMENT— Continued. 

Reason  and  common  prudence  wonld  dictate  that  a  ehipper  asking  for  direr- 
BloD  of  a  car  la  transit  should  give  such  Information  concerning  It  as 
will  enable  the  carrlera  to  determine  not  oal;  the  character  of  the  ship- 
ment hut  also  between  what  points  it  Is  moving,  In  order  that  the;  may 
form  some  Idea  of  where  It  can  be  Intercepted.    Id.  (471), 

On  accoont  of  various  strikes  embargoes  were  placed  against  certain  points. 
Demurrage  charges  assessed  on  shipments  on  which  reconslgnment  to 
aach  points  refused,  found  Illegal  as  applicable  tarlfF  contained  no 
proTlalon  prohibiting  reconslgnment  to  embargoed  points.  Reparation 
awarded.    Scbaefer  v.  L.  V.  R.  R.  Co.,  540. 

Demurrage  charges  assessed  on  shipments  originating  during  existence  of 
an  emtiargo,  but  which  were  ordered  reconsigned  snbsequent  to  the  re- 
moval of  such  embargo,  found  unreasonable.  Such  a  rule  was  condemned 
by  the  Commission  In  the  Reeonsiffnm^nt  Caee,  47  I.  C.  C,  500,  and  other 
cases.    Reparation  awarded.    Id.  (&40). 

Although  applicable  tarlfC  governing  reconslgnment  did  not  contain  a  Itmlta- 
tl<m  upon  reconslgnment  to  embargoed  points,  aarrler  contended  tliat  the 
provision  in  a  general  reconslgnment  tarlCC  was  broad  enough  to  put 
shippers  upon  notice,  and  that  demurrage  accruing  thereunder  was  l^ally 
assessed.  Held:  This  position  untenable,  since  shipper's  rights  and  obli- 
gations are  determined  by  the  applicable  governing  tarlfF  and  not  by 
knowledge  of  carrier's  usual  practice  indicated  by  other  general  tatiftB. 
Id.  (551). 

Embargoes  broaght  about  by  severe  congestion  of  traffic  were  in  effect  when 
shipments  originated,  but  since  tariffs  contained  do  restriction  against 
reconslgnmest  to  embargoed  points,  demurrage  charges  assessed  for  car 
detentltai  resulting  therefrom,  found  Illegal.  Reparation  awarded. 
EratiBS  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  637. 

Obligation  to  accept  articles  tendered  for  transportation  Is  governed  by 
general  principles  of  taw ;  to  reconsign,  by  rules  lawfully  on  file  with  the 
Commission.  The  right  to  refuse  shipments  temporarily  for  good  cause 
by  establishment  of  embargoes,  which  are  not  required  to  be  filed,  is  recog- 
nized. The  right  to  reconsign  depends  entirely  upon  the  construction  of 
the  rules,  which  are  required  to  be  filed  In  the  same  manner  as  rates.  If 
carriers  do  not  restrict  such  rules  to  the  extent  of  their  capacity  to  per- 
fonn  the  service,  the  shipper  can  not  be  held  liable  for  detention  when 
It  is  not  directly  responalble  therefor  and  can  not  abate  the  cause  thereof, 
as  in  the  case  of  an  embargo,  which  is  a  disability  of  the  carrier.  Id. 
(639). 

Tack  plate  shipped  from  Vandergrift,  Pa.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  for  export,  but 
due  to  vessel  for  which  originally  intended  being  commandeered  by  one  of 
the  nations  then  at  war,  was  reconsigned  to  New  Tork,  N.  T.,  or  Phlladet- 
pbla,  Pa.,  and  exported  from  those  ports.  Held:  Domestic  demurrage 
charges  accruing  at  Baltimore  found  not  unreasonable  following  Lowry 
Lumber  Co.,  58  I.  C.  C,  113,  and  Eeid  Brotheri.  55  I.  G  C,  416.  BrlUsh 
United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.  (Ltd.)  v.  P.  R.  R.  Co.,  661, 
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RBCONSIGNMENT— Continued. 

Because  of  an  accumnlatioD  of  bargea  alongride  vMsel,  delivery  from  cu 
float  to  vessel  could  not  be  made.  Cars  were  floated  to  float  bridge  adja- 
cent to  pier  and  tbence  moved  along  tracks  and  out  upon  tbe  plei  tor  de- 
liver;, for  which  service  a  class  rate  was  assessed.  Held:  Extra  move- 
ment to  float  bridge  and  beyond  amotinted  to  a  reconslgoment  Cbarsec 
assessed  found  nnreasonable  to  extent  tbey  exceeded  those  provided  In  a 
local  switching  tariff  for  similar  movements  to  cold  storage  warehouses, 
plus  a  reconslgnment  charge.  Reparation  awarded.  Armour  &  Co.  «. 
Director  Qeneral.  as  Agent,  760. 
EEDUCTION  IN  RATES. 
In  General : 

The  Hubseanent  reduction  of  rates  is  not  In  itself  sufHclent  to  Justly  a 
flodlng  of  unreasonableness.  ChampUn  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 
809  (810). 
The  Gommlsalou  does  not  feel  that  particular  redactions  in  rates  should 
be  encouraged  during  a  period  when  it  Is  considering  the  qneation  of 
general  reductions  In  rates,  especially  In  view  of  the  admlsatcmB  and 
assertions  that  such  proposed  reductions,  If  allowed  to  become  effec- 
tive, would  mark  the  beginning  of  a  rate  war  between  certain  car- 
riers. Reduced  Rates  on  Coal  to  Kansas  City,  Mo,,  457  (497). 
By  Carriers : 

Increased  charges  Initiated  by  the  Director  General  under  general  order 
No.  28  and  assessed  on  stone  moving  during  federal  control  from 
points  In  the  Indiana  Ilmestooe  district  to  various  destinations  found 
unreasonable  to  extent  that  charges  for  preliminary  services  from 
quarries  to  mills  and  similar  movements,  exceeded  charges  subse- 
quently established.  Reparation  awarded.  Bedford  Cut  Stone  Co.  t>. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  26. 
Following  Uorrts  if  Co.,  64  I.  C.  C,  435,  rate  on  fresh  frozen  beef 
from  Columbus,  Ohio,  to  New  York,  N.  T.,  found  unreasonable  to 
extent  it  exceeded  lower  rate  from  London,  Ohio,  applicable  under 
rule  77  of  Tariff  Circular  IS-A.  No  request  made  for  application  of 
lower  rate  prior  to  movement,  but  such  rate  subsequently  established 
from  Columbus.  Reparation  awarded.  Cincinnati  Abattoir  Oo.  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent.  65. 
Class  rates  on  rabbits,  not  dressed,  from  points  In  Kansas  and  Ne- 
braska to  Chicago,  111.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  the;  exceeded 
lower  commodity  rates  subsequently  established.  Reparation 
awarded.  Jerpe  CommlssloQ  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  131. 
Combination  rates  on  coal,  both  factors  of  which  were  Increased  nnder 
general  order  No.  28  ol  the  Director  General  found  not  unreason- 
able as  compared  with  lower  Joint  rates  subsequently  established, 
constructed  by  addition  of  but  a  single  increase  to  the  aggregates 
of  the  several  factors.  The  application  of  general  Increases  under 
that  order  to  the  several  factors  of  a  combination  does  not,  in  and 
of  Itself,  warrant  a  condemnation  of  the  Increased  aggregate  rate. 
Nye  Schneider  Fowler  Co.  v.  Director  General,  As  Agent,  145. 
Minimum  weight  of  40,000  pounds  tor  each  car  used,  applicable  on 
flr  piling.  In  triple  carloads,  from  Kutshan  to  Belliagham,  Wash., 
during  federal  control,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded 
minimum  of  33,000  pounds  subsequently  established,  and  subject  to 
a  minimum  charge  of  $15  per  car.  Reparation  awarded.  Ambrose 
v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  1S3. 

86 1.  C.  0. 
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BBDUOTION  IN  RATES— Contlnned. 
By  Carriers — Contlniied. 

Increasea  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  Oeneral  resulted 
in  widening  dlfferenttala  vhlch  existed  prior  to  such  Increases. 
Subsequently  rates  reduced,  bat  former  dirFerentlal  not  restored. 
Held;  Neither  Director  General's  departure  from  terms  of  his  gen- 
era!  orders  nor  the  enhsequent  reduction  of  rates  1b  necessarily  proof 
that  rates  were  unreasonable.  Union  Traction  Co.  of  Indiana  v. 
Director  Qraera),  as  Agent,  157. 

GombloatloD  rates  on  bituminous  and  small  Rlzes  of  anthracite  coal 
from  points  in  Pennsylvania  and  from  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  to  Rum- 
ford  and  South  Brewer,  Me.,  both  factors  of  which  were  Increased 
under  general  order  No.  28  of  the  Director  (Deneral,  found  unreason- 
able SB  compared  with  rates  between  others  points  to  which  but  a 
single  increase  to  the  through  rate  was  added.  Reparation  awarded 
to  basis  of  rates  subsequently  established.  Oxford  Paper  Co.  v. 
Director  Oeneral,  as  Agent,  15&. 

Bates  on  hollow  building  tile  from  Coral  Rtdge,  Ky.,  to  Charleston, 
8.  C,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower  rate  from 
Louisville,  Ky.,  a  farther  distant  point,  which  lower  rate  was  sub- 
sequently established  from  Coral  Ridge.  Coral  Ridge  Clay  Prod- 
ucts Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  172. 

Charges  at  1.  c.  1.  rates  on  such  Bbipmeots  In  barrets,  based  on  actual 
weight,  assessed  for  the  return  transportation  In  tank  cars  of  sul- 
phurlc-acld  sediment  or  sludge  of  no  commercial  value,  found  un- 
reasonable. Carrier  subsequently  established  a  rule  under  which  no 
charge  would  be  made  if  the  remaining  substance  Is  without  com- 
mercial valne  and  there  Is  no  recovery,  nor  commercial  considera- 
tion given  to  the  substance  by  the  shipper  or  consignee.  Reparation 
awarded.    Tennessee  Copper  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  238. 

Class  rate  on  a  sporadic  shipment  of  roasted  zinc  ore  from  Canton, 
Ohio,  to  Terre  Haute,  Ind..  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared 
with  lower  commodity  rate  subsequently  established.  Such  lower 
rate  Is  much  lower  than  commodity  rates  on  sine  ore  found  not 
unreasonable  In  lUinoii  Zine  Co.,  61  I.  C.  C,  92.  Grasselll  Chemical 
Co.  V.  Director  Oeneral,  as  Agent,  263. 

Class  rates  on  gasoline  and  refined  oils  from  North  Baton  Rouge,  La., 
to  Guin  and  Carbon  Bill,  Ala.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  they 
exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  in  effect  between  the  same  points 
but  which  were  restricted  In  error  to  apply  via  more  circuitous 
routes,  which  restriction  was  subsequratly  removed.  Reparation 
awarded.    Standard  Oil  Co.  (Ky.)  v.  Director  Oeneral,  as  Agent,  274. 

Glass  rates  on  sulphuric  actd.  In  tank-car  loads,  from  Charlotte,  N.  0.. 
to  Greenslwro,  N.  C,  and  Columbia,  8.  C,  during  federal  control, 
found  unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceeded  lower  commodity  rates 
subsequently  established,  request  therefor  having  been  made  before 
shipments  moved.  Reparation  awarded.  American  Agricultural 
Chemical  Co.  v.  Director  Oeneral,  as  Agent,  277. 

Charges  applicable  on  scrap  iron  between  points  within  the  switching 
limits  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Andrews,  Ky.,  composed  of  a  switch- 
ing charge,  and  a  Hue-haul  charge  with  minimum  and  maximum  of 
lis  per  car,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  that  charges  for  the  line- 
haul  movement  exceed  a  minimum  of  16.00  and  mailmnm  of  |10 
per  car,  subsequently  established.     Reparation  awarded.    ^Ib  ft 
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EBDUCTION  IN  BATES— CoDtfnued. 
By  Carriers — Contlaued. 

Class  rates  on  lumber  from  PrestOD  and  LogaDSport,  La.,  to  Eaatlaiid 
and  Ranger,  Tex.,  found  unreasonable  to  exteot  tber  exceeded  lower 
blanket  commodity  rate  contemporaneoualy  In  effect  between  points 
in  this  territory  for  Joint-line  banls  of  tbe  eaine  or  greater  distances, 
which  lower  rate  was  subsequently  establiahed  between  the  points 
here  involved.  Reparation  awarded.  Weaver  Bros.  Lumber  Co. 
V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  2S7. 

Rate  on  eelf-rising  compound  flour  foaud  not  unreasonable  as  compared 
with  lower  rate  on  grain  products,  wUch  lower  rats  was  subsequently 
made  applicable  to  self -rising  compound  flour.  Gbamplln  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  300. 

Class  rate  on  imported  nitrate  of  soda  from  Port  Richmond,  Phiiadel- 
plda.  Pa.,  to  Frankford,  Philadelphia,  during  federal  control,  foond 
unreasonable  to  extent  It  exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  subse- 
quently established  after  request  therefor  made.  Barrett  Co.  v.  Di- 
rector General,  as  Agent,  381. 

Proposal  of  the  Chicago,  Peoria  &  St  Louis  B.  B.  Co.  to  cancel  the  53 
reconslgnment  charge  on  lumber  when  instructions  are  received  prior 
to  arrival  of  car,  and  to  redace  tbe  cliarge  from  $7  to  $3  when  In- 
strnctlooB  are  received  after  arrival  of  car,  found  not  Jnstifled.  Tbe 
53  and  $7  charges  now  In  effect  are.generaily  uniform  on  all  railroada 
throughout  tbe  country,  and  were  approved  by  tbe  Gommla^on  in  tbe 
Recongfunment  Cate,  47  I.  C.  C,  B90.  American  Wholesale  Lumber 
Asso.  V.  Director  G^eral,  as  Agent,  393  (408). 

Fifth-class  rate  charged  on  imported  pickled  sheep  skins  from  Padflc 
coast  ports  to  Atlantic  seaboard  destinations  found  aM>licable  bat 
unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  on  do- 
mestic shipments  of  sheep  Slats  (green),  which  lower  commodity 
raje  was  subsequently  estabiisbed  on  Imported  pickled  sheep  skins. 
Reparation  awarded.  Tanners'  Council  v.  Directors  General,  as 
Agent.  41S. 

Combination  rate  on  manganese  ore  from  First  Ford,  Ta.,  to  Pitts- 
burgh and  Sharpsburg,  Pa.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded 
lower  joint  rate  subsequeDtly  established,  which  tower  rate  con- 
pares  favorably  with  other  rates  Iti  effect  on  tbe  seme  commodity 
in  the  same  general  territory  for  comparable  distances.  ReparaUon 
awarded.    Chevalier  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  421. 

Ct>mblnatl(w  tbrough  rate  on  bauxite  ore  from  Republic,  Ga.,  to  Chi- 
cago Heights,  III.,  found  not  unreasonable  because  of  tbe  subsequent 
reduction  of  tbe  factor  from  Ohio  River  crossings.  Few  shipments 
have  been  made  from  and  to  these  points,  and  no  movement  In  tbe 
near  future  is  contemplated.  General  Chemical  Co.  e.  Director  Goi- 
eral,  as  Agent,  443. 

Proposed  reductions  in  rates  on  coal  from  mines  in  the  Springfield,  IlL, 
district  served  by  the  Chicago  &  Alton  and  from  mines  in  tbe  south- 
western field  located  in  Missouri,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas 
to  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kana.,  and  Intermediate  points,  foond  not 
Justified.  Such  reduced  rates  without  corresponding  reductlcMis  to 
St  Joseph,  Uo.,  and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  would  wid^t  tbe  spread  in 
rates  existing  between  these  points  and  wonld  result  in  undue  pref- 
erence to  Kansas  City  and  In  undue  prejudice  to  St  Joseph  and 
Omaha.    Reduced  Rates  on  Coal  to  Kansas  City,  Mo^,  457. 
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REDUCTION  IN  RATES— Continued. 
By  Carriers — ContiDUed. 

The  CommisBion  does  not  fee!  that  particular  reductions  In  rat«s 
should  be  encouraged  durlug  a  period  irben  It  is  considering  ttie 
question  of  general  reductions  In  rates,  especially  lu  view  of  the 
admissions  and  assertions  that  such  proposed  reductions  if  allowed 
to  become  effective  would  mark  the  beginning  of  a  rate  war  between 
certain  carriers.    Id.  (467). 

Rate  on  glag  from  Emau.^,  Pa.,  to  West  OoUingswood,  N.  J.,  found  un- 
reasonable as  compared  with  lower  rate  from  Bethlehem,  Pa.,  and 
other  points,  which  lower  rate  was  subsequent!}'  eBtabltshed  from 
Emaas  Reparation  awarded.  Buckland  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  503. 

The  mere  fact  that  some  other  shipper  may  have  obtained  a  reduction 
In  his  rate  prior  to  the  date  complainants  obtained  e  reduction  in 
their  rates  does  not  Indicate  that  complainants  paid  unreasonable 
rates  or  were  unduly  prejudiced  or  In  any  way  damaged  within  the 
meaning  of  the  law.  Wofford  Oil  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  508  (510). 

Kates  on  coal  from  Tennessee  mines  served  hy  the  Tennessee  Central 
and  from  western  Kentucky  mines  served  by  the  L.  &  N.  to  Nash- 
ville. Tenn.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceeded  lower 
rates  subsequently  established.  Reparation  awarded.  Traffic  Bu- 
reau of  NaslivUle  v.  Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent,  S29. 

Rate  on  gasoline,  in  tnnk-car  loads,  from  Bryanmound,  Tex.,  to  Birm- 
ingham, Ala.,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower  rate  from 
various  other  points  to  Birmingham  for  similar  distances.  Repara- 
tion awarded  to  basts  of  rate  subsequently  established.  Wofford 
Oil  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  WL 

Rates  on  fertilizer,  In  haps,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  Minford,  Ohio, 
during  federal  control,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower 
rate  maintained  in  the  opposite  direction,  which  lower  rate  was  sub- 
sequently established  via  route  of  movement  Reparation  awarded. 
Swift  &  Co.  V.  Director  General  as  Agent,  610. 

Rates  on  auto-body  woodwork,  b.  d.,  found  unreasonable  as  compared 
with  lower  rates  on  wagon  material  in  the  rough  or  wholly  or  partly 
finished,  which  lower  rate  was  subsequently  made  applicable  to  auto- 
body  woodwork.  Reparation  awarded.  Chevrolet  Motor  Co.  of  Texas 
V.  Director  General,  as  Agent.  617. 

Flfth-claBs  rate  charged  on  blister  copper  from  Port  Colbome,  Ontario, 
Canada,  to  Constable  Hook  and  Chrome,  N,  J„  found  unreasonable  t« 
extent  it  exceeded  78  per  cent  of  the  commodity  rate  on  copper  from 
Chicago  to  New  fork  rate  points,  subsequently  eatahlished.  Repara- 
tion awarded.  International  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director  General,  ag 
Agent,  627. 

Class  rates  on  rough  steel  shafting  from  Camden,  N.  J.,  Buffalo,  N.  T., 
Titusvllle  and  NIcetown.  Pa.,  and  Gary,  Ind.,  to  Portland,  Ore.,  and 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower  com- 
modity rates  on  finished  iron  and  steel  articles  of  greater  bulk  and 
more  sasceptible  of  damage.  Reparat'on  awarded  to  basis  of  com- 
modity rate  subsequently  established.  Northwest  Steel  Go.  t>.  C  B. 
4  Q.  R.  R.  Co.,  638. 
6843B°— 22— VOL  66—08 
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REDUCTION  IN  HATES— Continued. 
By  Carriers — Continued. 

Present  clBBaificatlon  ratlcg  of  third  class  on  blpollte  found  not  tm- 
reaBonable.  Former  any-quantlty  ratingB  of  first  clasB  In  official  and 
aecond'Claas  In  western  and  aoutliem  classifications  found  nnreason- 
able,  as  applied  to  c.  1.  shipments,  to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded 
third  class,  subsequently  established.  Reparation  avarded.  HlpoUte 
Co.  V.  A.,  C.  ft  Y.  Ry.  Co.,  666. 

PertlUzer  rate  legally  applicable  and  assessed  on  oyster  diells  frmn 
Apalacliicola,  Fla.,  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  composed  of  a  corablnatloa  ta 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  and  thence  back  to  Mobile,  authorized  under  rale 
fi  (b)  of  Tariff  Circular  IS-A,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with 
rates  on  crushed  oyster  shells  from  various  southern  points  to  numer- 
ous destinations  for  greater  distances,  and  to  extent  it  exceeded  Joint 
rate  subseqaently  established.  Reparation  denied.  Oulf  City  Mfg.  Co. 
V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  763. 
By  Commission : 

Bates  on  refined  gasoline  from  tbe  mldcontlnoit  field,  Colorado,  WytHn- 
ing  and  California  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Ogden,  and  Provo,  Utah,  found 
unreasonable  In  that  it  compares  unfavorably  with  the  rate  to  Denver, 
Colo.,  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  and  other  Colorado  common  points.  Reason- 
able rates  prescribed.  Utah  State  Aatomoblle  Asso.  v.  A.,  T.  &  8. 
P.  Ry.  Co.,  8. 

Rates  on  green  salted  sheep  pelts,  In  straight  carloads,  and  on  gre«n 
salted  hides  and  green  salted  she^  pelts,  in  mixed  cailoads,  from 
Denver,  Colo.,  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  Chicago,  III.,  found  unreason- 
able to  extent  they  exceeded  rates  on  green  salted  hides  In  straight 
'^nrloads.  Reasonable  maximum  rates  prescribed  and  reparation 
awarded.    Swift  ft  Co.  c.  C,  B.  &.  Q.  R.  R.  Co.,  33. 

Increases  applied  under  Increased  Ratet,  1920.  Ii8  I.  C.  C,  220.  on  lum- 
ber and  forest  products  from  various  states  south  of  tbe  Ohio 
River  to  c-  f.  a.  and  other  defined  territories,  disturbed  tbe  relation- 
ship formerly  existing  between  northern  and  soutbem  producing 
points  to  common  markets,  and  attributed  to  a  general  depression 
In  tbe  lumber  industry.  Rates  as  so  Increased  found  unreasonable 
for  the  future  and  reasonable  basis  bearing  a  closer  relationship  to 
that  which  existed  prior  to  the  iacreases  prescribed.  Sontbem  Hard- 
wood Traffic  Asso.  v.  I.  C.  R.  R.  Co.,  68. 

Sixth-class  rate  on  steel  rails  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Springfield,  m., 
found  unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  con- 
temporaneously in  effect  from  St.  Louis  to  poiots  north  of  Springfleld, 
from  St.  Louis  to  Chicago,  lU.,  and  from  St.  Louis  to  Springfidd 
via  routes  other  than  route  of  movement.  Reasonable  maximum 
rate  prescribed  and  r^aration  awarded.  MidcooUnent  Equipment  ft 
Machinery  Co.  t).  C.  ft  A.  K.  R.  Co.,  151. 

Bates  on  coal  from  the  Castle  Gate  district  In  Utab  and  Rock  Springs; 
Wyo.,  to  certain  points  in  Nevada  found  unreasonable  as  compared 
with  tbe  corresponding  rates  to  destinations  of  ^milar  or  greater 
distances  tn  surrounding  states.  Reasonable  rates  prescribed. 
Nevada  Public  Service  Commission  v.  A.,  T.  A  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  216. 

Upon  turtber  hearing,  rates  on  0-Cedar  polish  In  glass,  boxed,  and 
in  metal  cans,  boxed,  c.  1.,  and  on  mops,  c.  1.  and  1.  c.  1.,  found  unrea- 
sonable and  reasonable  rates  preBcrll>ed.  Former  report  5S  L  C.  C, 
783.    Channel  Chemical  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  ft  S.  F.  By.  Co.,  236. 
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REDUCTION  IN  RATES— Continued. 
By  CommlssloD — Continued. 

Rates  on  hogs  in  single-deck  cars  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans..  and 
St.  Joseph,  Ma,  to  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  found  uureasonable  to 
extent  they  exceeded  rates  prescribed  in  WiUon  &  Co.,  62  I.  C.  C, 
171.  Reparation  awarded  and  reasonable  rates  for  ttie  future  pre- 
scribed-   Morris  &  Co.  v.  Director  Oeneral,  as  Agent,  282. 

Combination  rutes  on  unmanufactured  or  leaf  tobacco  in  hi^sheads, 
any  quantity,  and  Id  bulk,  from  certain  points  in  Kentucky,  Ten- 
nessee, and  Indiana,  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  found  unreasonable 
and  unduly  prejudicial  as  compared  with  rates  from  the  same 
points  of  origin  to  certain  competing  points.  Reasonable  Joint  rates 
prescribed  and  reparation  awarded.  Roth  Tobacco  Co.  v.  St  L.-S.  F. 
Ry.  Co.,  314. 

Rates  on  yetlow-plne  lumber  from  Ranger,  Tex.,  to  Duncan,  Tulsa, 
and  Walters,  Okla.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceeded  the 
rate  from  Cisco  and  Weatherford,  Tex.,  to  Tulsa.  Reasonable  maxi- 
mum rates  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded.  Parbersburg  Rig  & 
Reel  Co.  V.  T.  &  P.  Ry.  Co..  327. 

Upon  further  hearing,  rates  on  coal  from  Dawson.  N.  Mex.,  to  Clark- 
dale  and  Jerome,  Ariz.,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  rates 
prescribed  in  Arizona  Corp,  CommUsion,  28  I.  C.  C,  428,  from 
Gallup,  N.  Mex.,  to  various  Arizona  points.  Finding  in  original 
report  67  I.  C.  C,  300,  reversed;  reasonable  rates  prescribed  and 
reparations  awarded.  United  Verde  Extension  Mining  Co.  v.  0,  V. 
&  P.  Ry.  Co.,  377. 

Findings  in  original  report,  TO  I.  C.  C,  583,  that  increases  in  rates  on 
acid  from  Hlllsboro,  III.,  to  certain  Ohio  River  crossings  were  Justi- 
fied, modtded  on  further  hearing.  Increased  rates  found  to  be  n') 
longer  JustlQed  as  rates  from  Hlllsboro  are  do  longer  on  tbe  basts  gen- 
erally In  effect  In  this  part  of  c.  f.  a.  territory  and  tbe  rates  from  Cop- 
perblll,TeDn.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  have  tbe  effect  of  eliminating  Hllls- 
boro from  that  market.   Add  from  Hlllsboro  to  Ohio  River  Points.   383. 

Rates  on  green  coffee  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Jackson,  Misa.,  found 
not  unreasonable  prior  to  January  28.  1920,  on  which  date  sucb 
rates  were  revised  to  remove  a  great  disparity  and  restore  a  long 
continued  relationship  which  was  disrupted  by  tbe  Increases  of  the 
Director  General  under  general  order  No.  28.  Such  rates  were  not. 
distance  considered,  above  the  general  level  of  rates  to  points  in 
Mississippi.  Rates  on  and  after  January  28  found  unreasonable 
and  reasonable  rates  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded.  MacOowan 
Coffee  Co.  tj.  I.  0.  R.  R.  Co.,  389. 

Rates  on  pulled  wool  In  the  grease^  in  machine-pressed  bales,  from 
Chicago,  III.,  to  points  in  trunk  line  territory  and  New  England, 
which  have  been  maintained  for  many  years  and  resulted  from  the 
Commission's  suggestion  in  Traugott.  Schmidt  &  Sons,  23  I.  C.  C, 
634,  found  not  unreasonable  in  tbe  past  but  unreasonable  for  the 
fnture.  Reasonable  rates  prescribed  and  reparation  denied.  Swift 
A.  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  409. 

Rate  structure  on  petroleum  and  Its  products  from  the  Burkbumett 
and  Ranger  groups  In  Texas  and  from  Shreveport,  La.,  to  Kansas 
City  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  found  unreasonable  and  reasonable  maximum 
rates  prescribed.  Western  Petroleum  Refiners  Asso.  «.  Director 
General,  426. 
66 1.  C.  C. 


^cibyGoOl^lc 


918  INDEX  DIGEST. 

RELATIONSHIP  OP  RATES— Continued. 

Althougb  printing  Increases  the  value  by  about  10  per  cent,  printed  and 
UDprlnted  bags  are  frequently  shipped  together,  and  In  such  instances 
any  higher  rate  on  printed  bags  would  apply  to  the  entire  sbipmenL 
Held:  Higher  mtea  on  printed  tban  on  unpiinted  bags  found  not  Joatl- 
fled.     Id.   (B73). 

The  grouping  of  paper  and  paper  articles  Into  three  q)ecified  grotu)s.  with 
spedflc  minimum'  for  each  group  and  minimum  carload  rule  applicable 
to  all  groups,  approved.     Id.   (573-574). 

Bates  on  printing  and  writing  paper,  and  on  paper  or  paper  articles 
grouped  therewith,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceed  by  more 
than  10  and  33}  per  cent,  req>ectlvely,  the  correqK>Qdlng  rates  on  news- 
print paper.    Id.     (575,  583). 

Due  to  the  application  of  Increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General,  the  differential  relationship  of  rates  on  bltnminoos 
coal  from  group  mines  In  Indiana  and  Illinois  to  Chicago,  IlL,  dis- 
rupted. Subsequently  preexisting  relationship  restored.  Held:  Failure 
to  observe  the  terms  of  that  order,  filed  with  the  Commission  by  the 
President  through  his  duly  appointed  agent,  does  not  prove  that  the 
rates  established  thereunder  were  oureasonable.  Carney  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  671. 

Pr<^H>sed  Increased  rate  on  window  glass  from  Kansas  and  OUaboma  polDta 
to  Sloui  Falls,  S.  Dsk.,  which  would  disturb  the  long  standing  spread 
between  the  rates  to  Sioux  Falls  and  practically  every  other  related  point, 
found  not  Justifled.  Window  Glass  from  Kansas  and  Oblaboma  to  Sioux 
Falls.  7B7. 
RELATIVE  ADJUSTMENT.  See  Adjcstubnt  of  Rates. 
RELATIVE  RATES. 

Aberdeen,  S.  Dale. :  Rates  on  coal-tar  pitch,  in  barrels,  and  coal  tsr,  in  tank- 
car  loads,  from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to,  found  unreasonable  as  compared 
with  rates  to  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and  Slonx  City,  Iowa.  Reasonable 
rates  prescribed  and  reparatlmi  awarded.  City  of  Aberdeen,  S.  DalL,  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  505. 

Boise,  Idaho:  Rates  on  mn-of-mine  coal  from  Sunnyslde,  Utah,  to,  found 
not  unreasonable,  discriminator;,  or  unduly  prejudicial  because  they 
exceed  the  rates  on  the  same  grade  of  coal  from  Sunnyslde  to  Twin 
Falls,  Idaho.  No  competition  shown  to  exist  betwe«i  complainant  and 
consumers  of  run-of-mine  coal  at  Twin  Falls  and  no  Sunnyslde  coal 
moves  to  that  point.  Boise  Gas  Light  &  Coke  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  607. 

Bryanmound,  Tex. :  Rate  on  gasoline.  In  tank-car  loads,  from,  to  Blrming- 
bam,  Ala.,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower  rate  from  Tarions 
other  points  to  Birmingham  for  similar  distances.  Reparation  awarded 
to  basts  of  rate  subsequently  established.  Wofford  Oil  Oo.  c.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  601. 

Chicago  Heights,  III. :  Combination  tbrough  rate  on  bauxite  ore  from  Re- 
public, Oa.,  to,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  Joint  rates  to 
Detroit,  Mich,  Erie,  Pa.,  and  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  for  similar  distances.  Gen- 
eral Chemical  Co.  o.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  448. 

Chicago,  IlL:  Rates  on  animal  tankage  from,  to  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  foond 
not  unreasonable  as  compared  wlOi  rates  from  and  to  other  polntB  for 
similar  dlatancea.    Darling  &  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Acent,  149. 
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RELATIVE  RATES— Continued. 

Clarksvllle,  Tenn.  ■.  Rates  oa  coal  from  western  Kentack;  mines  served  by 
the  L.  &  N.  R.  R.,  to.  found  unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded  the  rate 
to  Nashville,  Tenn.  Record  held  open  for  proof  of  damage.  Traffic 
Bureau  of  NashTllle  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent.  529. 

Goburg  and  Fontanelle,  loiva,  and  Adams,  Nebr. :  Rates  on  coke  from  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  to,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  rates  between 
other  points  in  the  same  general  territory  for  similar  distances.  Na- 
tional Supply  Co.  V.  C,  B.  &  Q.  R.  R.  Co.,  6M. 

Coral  Ridge,  Kj. :  Rates  on  lioUow  building  tile  from,  to  Charleston,  S.  C., 
fonnd  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower  rate  from  Louisville, 
K;.,  a  farther  distant  point,  wbtch  tower  rate  was  subsequently  made 
applicable  from  Coral  Ridge.  Coml  Ridge  Clay  Products  Co.  ».  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  172. 

Dawson.  N.  Mes.:  Upon  further  hearing,  rates  on  coal  from,  to  Clarkdale 
and  Jerome,  Ariz.,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  rates  prescribed 
in  Arizona  Corp.  Commission,  28  I.  C.  C,  428,  from  Gallup,  N.  Max.,  to 
various  Arizona  points.  Finding  In  original  report  57  I.  C.  C,  800, 
reversed ;  reasonable  rates  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded.  United 
Verde  Extension  Mining  Co.  v.  U.  V.  &  P.  Ry.  Co.,  377. 

BmauB,  Pa.  r  Rate  on  slag  from,  to  West  CoUlngawood,  N.  J„  found  un- 
reaaonable  as  compared  with  lower  rate  from  Bethlehem,  Fa.,  and  other 
points,  which  lower  rate  was  anbsequently  established  from  Bmaui, 
Reparation  awarded.    Buckland  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  SOS. 

First  Ford,  Ta. :  Combination  rate  on  manganese  ore  from,  to  Plttsbargli 
and  Sharpsburg,  Pa.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  It  exceeded  lower 
Joint  rate  subsequently  established,  which  lower  rate  compares  favor- 
ably with  other  rates  In  effect  on  the  same  commodity  In  the  same  gtti- 
eral  territory  for  comparable  distances.  Reparation  awarded.  Chevalier 
V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  421. 

Illinois  points:  Rates  on  bituminous  coal  from  mines  In  the  Springfield 
district  and  in  the  Peoria  and  Fulton  county  groups.  In  Illinois,  to 
Peoria,  TIL,  during  federal  control,  fonnd  not  unseasonable,  as  they 
compare  favorably  with  numerous  rates  on  coal  for  comparable  dis- 
tances between  other  points  In  the  same  territory.  Central  lUlnols  Light 
Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  623. 

Mereanx  and  North  Baton  Rouge,  La. ;  Rates  on  gasoline,  In  tank-car 
loads,  from,  to  Birmingham  and  Alabama  City,  Ala.,  found  not  nnreason- 
able  as  compared  with  rates  to  the  same  destinations  from  various  other 
points  for  greater  distances.  Wofford  OH  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent.  509   (510). 

Mobile,  Ala.:  Rates  on  printing  paper  from  Hamilton,  Ohio,  to,  for  export, 
found  not  unreasonable  or  unduly  prejudicial  as  compared  with  lower 
rates  on  the  same  commodity  from  Hamilton  to  Norfolk,  Va.,  and  New 
York,  N.  T.    Ault  &  Wlborg  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  247. 

MorrlUton,  Ark. :  Combination  rate  on  cypress  pllUng  from  Hargrove 
Switch  and  Cardwell,  Uo.,  to,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded 
lower  Joint  rate  to  Van  Buren,  Ark.,  and  other  points  for  greater  dis- 
tances. Reparation  awarded.  Nebraska  Bridge  Snpply  &  Lumber  Oo. 
r.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  42. 
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HELATIVB  RATES— Oontlnned. 

Nevada  iioiats:  Rates  on  cool  from  tlie  Castle  Gate  district  tn  Utab  and 
Rock  Springs,  Wyo.,  to  certain  points  in  Nevada  found  unreaaooable  as 
compared  with  the  corresponding  rates  to  destinations  of  similar  or 
greater  distances  in  surrounding  states.  Reasonable  rates  prescribed. 
Nevada  Public  Service  Commission  v.  A.,  T.  &  S,  F.  Ry.  Co.,  216. 

Oklahoma  City  and  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  and  Wichita,  K^ns.:  Rates  on  cer- 
tain kinds  of  paper  and  paper  articles  from  certain  points  in  Indiana, 
Illinois,  Missouri,  and  Kansas  to,  found  unreasonable.  Reasonable  rates 
prescribed  and  reparation  awarded,  Minnesota  &  Ontario  Paper  Co.  v. 
N.  P.  Ry.  Co.,  571    (584-585). 

Preston  and  Logansport,  La.:  Class  rates  on  lumber  from,  to  Eastland 
and  Ranger,  Tex.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  tbey  exceeded  lower 
blanket  commodity  rate  in  effect  between  points  In  tbis  territory  for 
Joint  line  hauls  of  the  same  or  greater  distances,  which  lower  rate  was 
subsequently  established  between  the  points  here  involved.  Reparation 
awarded.    Weaver  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  c.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  297. 

Ranger,  Tex. :  Rates  on  yellow-pine  lumber  from,  to  Duncan,  Tulsa,  and 
Walters,  Okla.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  tbey  exceeded  the  rate 
from  Cisco  and  Weatherford,  Tex.,  to  Tulsa.  Beasooable  maximum 
rates  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded.  Parkersburg  Rl£  &  Reel  Co. 
V.  T.  &  P.  Ry.  Co.,  327. 

St.  Joseph,  Mo. ;  Rates  on  hogs.  In  singlenJeck  cars,  from,  to  Oklahoma  Citr, 
Okla.,  found  unreusonaiile  to  extent  they  exceeded  rates  from  Kansas  Citr, 
Mo.-Kans.,  prescribed  in  Wtlion  d  Co.,  62  I.  G.  C,  171.  Reasonable  rates 
prescribed  and  reparation  awarded.  Morris  &  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  282. 

Salt  Lake  City,  Ogden,  and  Provo,  Utah:  Rates  on  re&aed  gasoline  from  the 
mldcontlnent  field,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  and  California,  to,  found  unrea- 
sonable In  that  It  compares  unfavorably  with  the  rate  to  Denver,  Colo., 
Cheyenne,  Wyo..  and  other  Colorado  common  points.  Reasonable  rates 
prescribed.    Utab  State  AutomobUe  Asso.  v.  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  Ry.  Co..  8. 

Springfleld,  III. :  Sixth-class  rate  on  steel  rails  from  SL  Louia,  Mo.,  to,  found 
unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  contempora- 
neously In  eftect  from  St.  Louts  to  points  north  of  Springfield,  from  St. 
Louis  to  Chicago,  111.,  and  from  St.  Louis  to  SpriugOeld  via  routes  other 
than  route  of  movement  Reasonable  maximum  rate  prescribed  and  repa- 
ration awarded.  Mldcontlnent  Equipment  &  Machinery  Co.  v.  C.  &  A. 
R.  R.  Co.,  151. 

Springfield,  111-,  district:  Charges  on  bituminous  coal  from  Citizens  mines  A 
and  B  located  outside  city  limits  but  In  the  Springfield,  111.,  district,  to 
intrastate  and  interstate  points  during  federal  control,  asseased  on  the 
basis  of  the  rate  to  Springfield,  plus  the  Springfield  district  rates  beyond, 
found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  rates  from  other  mines  within 
that  district  which  took  the  Springfield  district  basis  of  rates.  Citizens 
Coal  Mlnhig  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  271. 

Terre  Haute,  Ind. :  Rate  on  bar  iron  and  steel  from,  to  Seattle,  Wash,,  for 
export,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower  rate  niaintalsed 
from  Chicago,  111.    Mitsui  &  Co.  (Ltd.)  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  268. 

WllUams,  Okla.:  Rates  on  coal  from,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  found  unreason- 
able to  extent  they  exceeded  lower  rate  contemporaneously  in  effect  troiu 
certain  Arkansas  mines.  Reparation  awarded.  Midland  Coal  Co.  v. 
M.  V.  R.  R.  Co.,  588. 
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REPAIRS. 

Upon  tlie  resumption  of  corporate  control  and  operation,  tlie  Penniylvanla 
R.  R.  Co.  awarded  to  tbe  Baldwin  Loco^iotlve  Works  a  contract  for  the 
repair  of  200  locomotives,  wbile  maintaining  sbops  on  its  own  line  for  Bucb 
worlc  Upon  investigation,  the  coat  to  respondent  was  over  $3,000,000  In 
excess  of  tbe  cost  at  whidi  tbe  work  mislit  bave  been  done  in  its  own 
shops,  and  included  worlc  paid  for  twice  in  some  instances.  Suck  work 
could  have  been  done  In  repondent's  own  sbops  within  a  reasonabLe  time 
by  an  appropriate  coordination  of  efforts  and  reasonable  added  exertion. 
Construction  aud  Repair  of  By.  Equipment :  Penn.  R.  R.  Co.,  684. 

Contracts  negotiated  by  tbe  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  R.  Co.  In  1920  for  tb« 
repair  of  30  of  Its  locomotives  by  the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works,  althongh 
based  npon  ezceaslve  costs,  not  found,  in  tbe  circumstances  disclosed,  to 
hare  been  unwarranted.  Construction  and  Repair  of  Ry.  Equipment; 
A.  C.  L.  R.  R.  Co.,  727. 

Under  contracts  negotiated  in  1920  wltb  certain  locomotive  conatructlon 
companies,  195  locomotives  of  tbe  New  York  Central  R.  B.  were  sent  to 
contract  shops  for  clesslfled  repairs.  Upon  inve«tlsation  the  coat  to 
respondent  was  in  the  nelgbborbood  of  $3,000,000  In  excess  of  tbe  cost  of 
similar  work  in  Its  own  sbops,  and  Bucb  respondent  could  have  r^aired 
at  least  tbe  greater  number  of  the  locomotives  in  Its  own  shops  vrithln  tbe 
tttne  In  which  the  contract  work  was  done.  Construction  and  Bepttir  of 
By.  Equipment:  N.  Y.  C.  R.  B.  Co.,  782, 
REPARATION.  See  Damaobs. 
BBS  ADJUDICATA.  • 

Relief  sought  tkas  been  afforded  in  another  dedslDn  heretofore  rendered. 
Held:  Since  there  is  no  issue  before  tbe  Commission  complaint  dis- 
missed.   Beaumont  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  A.  &  W,  Ry.  Co.,  044. 
RBSHIPMENT. 

Applyinx  Increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  tbe  Director  General  to 
each  factor  of  combination  rates  on  smltbing  coal  moving  in  bulk  to  St, 
Louis,  Mo.,  there  sacked  and  forwarded  to  destinations  in  western  terri- 
tory, while  applying  but  a  single  increase  to  the  throni^  rates  on  such 
coal  when  moving  through  in  bulk,  fooDd  not  unreasonable.  Combina- 
tion clauses  under  that  order  relate  speclflcally  to  through  conttntioua 
movements,  while  the  coal  sacked  by  complainant  moves  lnt«  and  out 
of  Its  yards  in  distinct  and  separate  movements.  Bomann  &  Busk  Pig 
Iron  &  Coke  Go.  v.  Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent,  147. 
.tESTOBBD  RATES. 

Increases  appUed  under  Inoreattd  Ratei.  1920,  68  I.  C.  C,  220,  on  lumber 
and  forest  products  from  various  states  south  of  tbe  Oblo  River  to 
c.  f.  a.  and  other  defined  territories,  disturtMd  the  relationship  formerly 
existing  between  northern  and  soathmi  producing  points  to  common 
nrarkets,  and  attributed  to  a  general  depression  in  the  lumber  industry. 
Bates  as  so  Increased  found  nnreesonnble  for  the  future  and  reasonable 
basis  bearing  a  closer  relationship  to  that  which  existed  prior  to  the 
increases  prescribed,  Soutbern  Hardwood  Traffic  Ajso.  v.  L  0.  R.  B. 
Co,  68. 
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RESTORED  RATES— Continued, 

Rates  on  com  and  oata  were  Increased  under  general  order  No.  28  of  ttae 
Director  Qaieral  to  tbe  wheat  rate  basis,  while  from  and  to  other  points 
In  the  same  general  territory  each  rates  were  increased  bat  25  per  cent, 
not  exceeding  6  cents,  tbereby  disturbing  the  level  of  rates  which  had 
existed  for  a  number  of  years.  Subsequently  rate  parity  restored  by 
application  of  IncreaseB  nnder  that  order  wltbont  regard  to  the  wheat 
rates.  Rates  charged  during  interim  fonnd  unreasonable  and  reparation 
awarded.    Flanley  Grain  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  128. 

Commodity  rates  on  tapioca,  tapdoca  flour,  and  casaava  flour,  in  packages, 
were  the  same.  Commodity  rate  on  tapioca  canceled,  leaving,  in  effect 
higher  class  rate.  Subseguoitly  commodity'  rate  reestablished  on  tapioca, 
which  restored  the  parity  formerly  existing.  Rates  charged  on  ataip- 
ments  moving  during  interim  fonnd  unreaaonable  and  reparation  awarded. 
Minute  Tapioca  Co.  v.  Director  Cieneral,  as  Agent,  28T. 

Adjustment,  under  which  cement  mills  within  the  Kansas  gas  belt,  in- 
cluding Dewey,  Okla.,  had  the  beneflt  of  the  same  rate  to  points  In 
Kansas,  was  disturbed  by  establishment  of  distance  rates  from  Dewey, 
while  from  the  other  gaa  belt  producing  points  in  Kansas  to  desUnattoos 
in  the  same  state  higher  group  rates  were  continued  in  effect.  Sattse- 
quently  previously  existing  grouping  restored.  Held:  Higher  rates 
charged  on  intrastate  shipments  moTing  during  federal  control  found 
not  unreasonable.  lola  Cement  Mills  Traffic  Asso.  v.  Director  Gen^^ 
as  Agent,  4fi5. 

Due  to  th# application  of  increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General  the  differential  relationship  of  rates  on  bituminous 
coal  from  group  mines  in  Indiana  and  Illinois  to  Chicago,  III.,  dis- 
rupted. Subsequently  pre^iating  relationship  restored.  Held:  Failure 
to  observe  tbe  terms  ol  that  order  hied  with  the  Commission  by  the 
President  through  his  duly  appointed  agent  does  not  prove  that  the  nitea 
established  thereunder  were  unreasonable.  Carney  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  S71. 
HBSTRICTBD  RATES. 

Proposal  to  dlmlnate  certain  stations  on  the  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  West- 
em,  a  narrow  gauge  line,  from  the  application  of  group  rates  applicable 
between  Pacific  coast  points  and  points  In  Colorado  and  New  Mexleo, 
and  to  d^nitely  restrict  such  rates  to  Colorado  common  points  and 
Santa  Fe,  N.  Mer.,  which  will  effect  no  change  In  rates  but  merely  clarify 
the  tariffs — a  commendable  thing,  found  Justifled.  Nonapplicatlon  ot 
Qroup-J  Rates,  96. 

Proposed  schedules  by  which  the  application  of  through  rates  on  coal  from 
mines  on  tbe  Western  Maryland  In  cotwection  with  tbe  B.  &  C,  to  east- 
ern destinations  would  be  restricted  to  the  route  via  Gumberlaod,  Md., 
filed  against  the  express  wishes  of  the  originating  carrier  and  which 
would  operate  to  deprive  it  of  its  long  haul,  found  not  Juattfled.  Roating 
on  Coal  from  Western  Maryland  Ry.  Mines.  108. 

Class  rates  found  unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceeded  lower  commodity 
rate  in  efTect  between  the  same  points  but  which  were  restricted  In  error 
to  apply  via  more  circuitous  routes,  which  restriction  was  snbseqaently 
removed.  Reparation  awarded.  Standard  Oil  Oo.  (Ky.)  «,  Director  Oen- 
erat,  aa  A^ent,  271. 
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RETURNED  EMPTIES. 

Gbarges  at  L  c.  1.  rates  od  such  shipments  In  barrels,  based  on  actual 
weiffbt,  aseesBed  for  the  return  transportation  In  tank  cars  of  sulphutlc- 
add  sediment  or  sludge  of  no  commercial  value,  found  unreasonable. 
Carrier  subsequentlf  established  a  rule  under  wliich  no  charge  would 
be  made  If  the  reiualning  substance  is  without  commercial  value  and 
there  ia  no  recovery,  nor  commercial  consideration  given  to  tiie  sub- 
stance bj  tbe  shipper  or  consignee.  Reparation  awarded.  Tennessee 
Copper  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  233. 

Standard  box  charges  assessed  on  returned  empty  field  boxes,  the  dimen- 
sions of  which  were  smaller  than  those  of  the  standard  box,  found  not 
unreasonable.  Such  a  result  inevitably  follows  where  rates  are  stated 
ia  amounts  per  package  and  tbe  shipper  chooses  to  use  a  package  smaller 
than  the  standard  prescribed  by  the  tarlfC  Florida  Citrua  Exchaage  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  807, 
RETURN  ON  INVESTMENT. 

The  group  plan  of  increasing  rates  followed  In  Inoreated  Batea,  1B20,  58 
I.  C  C,  220,  necessarily  results  in  inequality  of  return  to  the  various 
carriers.  Certain  of  them  gain  a  larger  reward  than  they  would  re- 
ceive If  it  were  practicable  to  fix  rates  for  individual  companies,  while 
otliers  have  less.  Yet  all  are  parts  of  the  national  transportation  system 
and  must  be  adequately  maintained  if  they  are  not  to  be  abandoned  and 
due  regard  for  the  public  interest  demands  ttiat  the  Gommissloa  give 
these  fortuitous  inequalities  consideration  in  the  fixing  of  divisions.  Naw 
England  Divisions,  l»6  (19fi). 

Complaint  praying  for  the  issuance  of  an  order  under  paragraph  (21)  of 
section  1  of  the  act  requiring  the  C,  B.  &  Q.  B.  B.  Co.  to  extend  its 
line  from  Ericson  to  Chambers,  Nebr. ;  Seld:  Proposed  extension  Is  not 
reasonably  required  in  the  Interest  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
and  the  issuance  of  the  order  prayed  for  would  require  defendant  to 
Invest  a  la^e  sum  of  money  in  an  nndertaking  which  at  the  ontset  would 
not  be  a  financial  success,  and  would  not  hold  out  hope  for  the  future. 
Cooke  V.  C,  B.  &  Q.  H.  H.  Co.,  452. 
REVENUE.  See  Easnikos. 
UBVERSAL. 

Upon  supplemental  report,  Held:  In  view  of  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  N.  J.  v.  CMted  States,  decided  December  5, 
1921,  findings  in  61  I.  C.  C,  132  and  145,  wherein  carriers'  participation 
in  Joint  rates  with  connecting  lines  upon  whose  rails  transit  arrange- 
ments are  permitted  while  denying  similar  arrangements  at  points  on 
thdr  own  rails  was  found  to  result  in  undue  prejudice,  reversed.  Ameri- 
can Creosotlng  Co.  v.  Director  General,  5i;  Southern  Hardwood  Traffic 
AsBO.  V.  Director  General,  67. 

Upon  further  hearing,  rates  on  coal  from  Dawson,  N.  Max.,  to  Olarkdale 
and  Jerome,  Arli.,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with  ratea  pre- 
scribed In  Arizona  Corp.  Commisgitm,  28  1.  C.  C,  428.  from  Gallup,  N. 
Mex.,  to  various  Arizona  points.  PindlDg  In  original  report,  57  I.  C.  C, 
SOO,  reversed ;  reasonable  rates  prescribed  and  reparation  awarded. 
United  Verde  Extension  Mining  Co.  v.  U.  V.  *  P.  By.  Co.,  877. 
RIVER  CROSSINGS.  See  I 
66 1. 0. 0. 
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BODTBS. 

Glass  rates  found  tin  reasonable  to  ^tent  tbey  exceeded  lower  commodity 
rate  In  effect  between  the  same  points,  but  nhlcb  were  restricted  In 
error  to  apply  via  more  circuitous  routes,  whlcli  restrlctloD  ^as  sobse- 
qnently  reHioved.  Reparation  awarded.  Standard  Oil  Go.  (Ky.)  e. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  274. 

Rate  and  route  spedfled  In  bill  of  lading  but  no  junction  point.  Orlei- 
natlng  and  delivering  carriers  botb  reached  origin  and  destination  points. 
Lower  rate  applied  when  entire  haul  performed  by  delivering  carrier. 
Gontentlon  that  originating  line  should  bave  turned  shipment  ovw  to 
delivering  carrier  at  point  of  origin  not  sustained  and  shipments  not 
mlsrouted  as  routing  Instructions  plainly  indicated  a  line  haul  by  the 
originating  carrier.  Standard  Asphalt  &  Refining  Go.  v.  Director  Gen- 
eral, OS  Agent,  296. 

Combination  rate  on  canoed  tomatoes  from  Greenwich,  N.  J.,  to  pier  2S, 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower  rate 
whicb  could  have  been  obtained  by  specifying  Central  delivery,  wbicb 
delivery  could  bave  been  used  without  inconvenience  or  disadvantage,  or 
with  rate  t«  Wallabout  station,  a  Peansylvanla  delivery  in  BroeklyD. 
N.  T.    Williams  &.  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  306. 

Mlsroutlng  found  to  result  wtiere  shipments  were  delivered  to  originating 
carrier  unrouted  and  shipper  was  not  given  the  benefit  of  the  cheapest 
available  and  reasonable  route  to  which  he  was  entitled.     Carne;  t>. 
.     Director  General,  as  Agent,  560. 

Different  rates  were  in  effect  over  two  routes  between  the  same  points. 
Routes  practically  the  same  in  length  eod  subject  to  the  same  trans- 
portation conditions.  Held:  In  view  of  the  tact  that  carriers  were  oper- 
ated under  a  unified  and  coordinated  national  control,  and  not  ia 
competition,  it  was  unreasonable  for  the  Director  General  to  maintain 
a  higher  rate  over  one  route  than  contemporaneously  applied  over  the 
other.  American  Agricultural  Chemical  Co.  v.  Director  General,  aa 
Agent,  eGO. 
ROUTING   INSTBUCTIONS. 

On  shipments  moving  prior  to  federal  control,  bill  of  lading  contained 
Instructions  as  to  both  rate  and  route.  Rate  named  wag  not  applicable 
over  any  route  of  the  receiving  carrier,  but  was  applicable  over  the  route 
of  a  rival  line  to  which  shipper  might  have  delivered  the  shipment  had 
he  so  elected.  Held:  Following  McLean  Lumber  Co.,  22  I.  0.  O.,  849, 
receiving  carrier  may  forward  shipment  over  Its  line  at  the  rate  lawfully 
applicable.  It  not  being  obligated  to  turn  the  trafflc  over  to  Its  com- 
petitor. Former  report,  61  I.  C.  G..  65(1,  modified  and  shipmenta  found 
not  mlsrouted.    Mulkey  Salt  Go.  v.  Director  Geueral,  as  Agent,  441. 

On  shipments  moving  during  federal  control,  bill  of  lading  contained 
instructions  as  to  botb  rate  and  route.  Rate  named  was  notappllcfible 
over  any  route  of  the  receiving  carrier,  but  was  applicable  over  the 
route  of  another  line  to  which  shipper  might  have  delivered  the  sblp- 
meot  had  be  so  elected.  Held:  Sbipmeots  mlsrouted  where  botb  of 
the  cttirriers  at  point  of  origin  were  federally  controlled,  since  tbey  were 
"  being  operated  under  a  onlfled  and  coordinated  national  cratrol  and 
not  in  competition."    Id.  (441). 

Where  for  all  practical  purposes  the  routing  iDStmctlons  given  by  ahlpper 
are  complete,  and  shipmenta  move  In  accordance  therewith,  no  niln- 
routlng  resulta.    National  Supply  Go.  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.  R.  B.  Co.,  604  («Q6). 

,-  WLaa 
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RULES  OF  PRACTICE. 

Opon  petition  for  modtflcatioD  of  the  Commission's  report  fn  64  I.  C.  C,  357, 
Bcrvice  of  which  was  made  In  compliance  with  Rule  XY  of  the  Rules  of 
Practice,  and  to  which  no  objections  have  been  raised,  rules  and  regnla- 
tlons  prescribing  forms  of  uniform  domestic  bill  of  ladine  nnd  live-stock 
contract  so  as  to  eliminate  doubt  ne  to  the  ilablllty  of  the  con^gnee  for 
charges  and  remove  any  opportunity  for  confusion,  approved.  Domestic 
Bill  of  Lading  and  Live  Stock  contract,  6S. 
In  complying  with  Rule  V  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of  Practice,  com- 
plainants authorized  to  submit  proof  in  the  form  of  affidavits  that  freight 
charges  were  paid  and  borne  by  them.  Carriers  do  not  object  to  this 
fomr  of  proof.  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  142  (144). 

SAUR-COVERSTON  FORMULA. 

For  determination  of  terminal  costs  of  handling  trafllc,  described.  Clinton 
Paving  Rrick  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  3«8  (344-345), 

SCALE  OF  RATES.    Sec  Distance  Rates. 

SCALES. 

Carriers  should  not  be  required  to  accept  weights  ascertained  by  shippers 
on  private  scales.  Providence  Fruit  4  Produce  Exchange  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  300  (301). 

SCALE  WEIGHT.    See  Weight. 

SECONDHAND  ARTICLES. 

Official  and  western  classlBcatlon  ratings  of  third  class  on  old  printer's 
rollers  and  printer's  roUer  cores  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared 
with  ratings  of  fourth  class  In  Illinois  and  Iowa  classifications,  or  as 
compared  with  fourth-class  ratings  on  other  commodities  which  from 
a  clnsslOcatlon  standpoint  are  not  analogous  to  printer's  rollers  or  cores. 
Chicago  Roller  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent.  667. 

SECTION  1. 

The  positive  duty  of  carriers  under,  goes  no  farther  than  to  provide  such 
facilities  as  are  reasonably  sufficient  for  the  business  at  particular  points. 
Omaha  Packing  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  &  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  44  (4&). 
Of  the  Interstate  commerce  act,  as  amended  by  the  transportation  act, 
JSaO,  carries  the  Commission's  territorial  Jurisdiction  up  to  the  inter- 
national boundary  line,  at  which  that  of  Congress  Itself  halts,  and  as  to 
foreign  commerce  Is  thus  coextensive  with  that  of  the  federal  government. 
No  act  of  Congress  has  force  of  law  beyond  that  boundary  line,  but  up  to  It. 
as  everywhere  else  within  the  United  States,  the  Interstate  commerce  net 
has  fnll  effect  Just  as  the  federal  control  act  had  effect  when  these  ship, 
ments  moved.  International  Nickel  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  627 
(629). 

SECTION  2.    Bee  DiscanctiTATiOK. 

SECTION  S.      See  PRETEBENCES  AND  PBEJimiccs. 

SECTION  A.    See  Long  anu  Short  HAtn.;  Tabitf  Cibcpuib  18-A;  Thbouoh 

AND  I/WAL. 

SECTION  6. 

Higher  charges  published  in  separate  tariffs  found  applicable  to  ship- 
ments moving  outtiound  from  transit  point  and  the  publication  by  the 
inbonod  carrier  of  a  tariff  naming  lower  charges  without  the  concurrence 
of  Its  connections  found  to  be  a  direct  contravention  of  the  Commmsion's 
rules  under  section  fl  of  the  act,  and  shipper  Is  ]ustifle<t  In  reljing  upon 
the  lower  basis  of  rates  thus  offered.  Reparation  awarded.  Brenner 
Lumber  Go.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  695. 
66 1.  C.  C. 
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SECTION  15. 

Refusal  of  carriers  to  unload  ordinary  live  stock  from  their  cars  Into  stock 
pens  adjacent  to  packing  plante  of  complainants,  or  to  make  an  allow- 
ance tor  unloading  such  sblpments,  wtille,  pursuant  to  section  IS.  para- 
graph (5)  of  the  act,  performing  the  service  of  loading  at  point  of  origin 
or  unloading  at  destination  such  live  stock  shipped  from  or  to  public 
stockyards,  without  charge  In  addition  to  line-haul  charges,  not  shown 
to  violate  the  act.    Omaha  Packing  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  &  S.  P.  &j.  Co.,  44. 

Section  IB,  paragraph  (5)  is  definitely  limited,  both  as  to  initial  loading 
and  as  to  final  unloading,  to  public  stockyards.  It  does  not  apply  to  Ini- 
tial loading  at  othM  than  public  stockyards  even  for  shipment  to  such 
yards.    Id.  (49). 

Both  the  legislative  history  and  the  provisions  of  the  transportation  act, 
J920,  make  It  clear  that  the  purpose  of  Congress  In  thlsl^islatlon  was 
broader  than  the  mere  regulation  of  Individual  railroads.  Congress  was 
endeavoring  to  assure  an  effective  transports tioD  system  for  the  nadOD. 
and  the  principle  was  recognized  that  the  various  carriers,  while  inde- 
pendently owned,  are  nevertheless  to  a  large  extent  Interdependrait.  and 
that  they  owe  a  duty  to  one  another  In  the  public  interest.  Upon  this 
foundation  rests  the  provision  of  section  15  of  the  interstate  commerce 
act  with  respect  to  divisions.    New  England  Divisions.  196  (198). 

Contrition  that  the  right  of  a  shipper  to  receive  an  allowance  for  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  the  transportation  of  property  owned  by  him 
Is  not  limited  by  section  15  of  the  act  to  those  services  which  the  carrier 
can  perform,  or  can  be  required  to  perform,  under  its  contract  of  trans- 
portation. Held:  In  the  absence  of  undue  prejudice  a  carrier  can  not  be 
required  to  compensate  a  shipper  for  services  that  it  is  not  the  duty  of 
the  carrier  to  perform,  or  for  services  which,  because  of  condltioiis  at 
the  shipper's  plant,  it  can  not  reasonably  be  required  to  perform.  Gulf 
States  Steel  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  258  (258). 

Contention  that  nnder  section  15,  paragraph  (4),  of  the  act  the  Commis- 
sion can  not  require  a  carrier  to  continue  to  participate  In  through  rooteB 
and  Joint  rates  on  ground  that  it  will  secure  greater  revenue  out  of 
longer  hauls  via  other  routes,  not  sustained.  Contention  overlooks  fact 
that  the  primary  question  Is  the  Justification  of  increased  rates  which 
will  result  Furthermore,  the  showing  made  would  Justify  the  establish- 
ment of  through  routes  and  Joint  rates  via  such  point  in  the  first  In- 
stance. Rate  Cancellation  from  Indiana  to  Ohio,  449  (450-451). 
SHIP  SIDE  DELIVERY. 

Because  of  an  accumulation  of  barges  alongside  vessel,  delivery  from  car 
float  to  vessel  could  not  be  made.  Cars  were  floated  to  float  bridge 
adjacent  to  pier  and  thence  moved  along  tracks  and  out  upon  the  pier 
for  delivery,  for  which  service  a  class  rate  was  assessed.  Held:  Extra 
movement  to  float  bridge  and  beyond  amounted  to  a  reconsignment. 
Charges  assessed  found  unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceeded  those  pro- 
vided In  a  local  switching  tarlfl  for  similar  movements  to  cold-storage 
warehouses,  plus  a  reconsignment  charge.  Reparation  awarded  Armoar 
&  Co.  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  760, 
SHORTAGE  OF  GARS.    See  Cu  Shobtaob. 
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SHORT  HAULINQ. 

Proposed  schedules  by  which  the  appllcatJoii  of  through  rates  on  coal  from 
mlues  on  the  Weatera  Maryland  in  connection  with  the  B.  &  O.,  to  eaBtem 
destinations  would  be  restricted  to  the  route  via  Cumberland,  Md.,  filed 
against  the  express  wishes  ot  the  originating  carrier  and  which  would 
operate  to  deprive  It  of  Its  long  haul,  found  not  Justified.  Itoutlug  on 
Coal  from  Western  Maryland  Ry.  Mines,  103. 

It  a  carrier  has  traffic  In  its  possession,  it  should  be  allowed  to  handle  It 
by  Its  own  line  as  tar  as  It  can  unless  the  public  interest  would  suffer 
thereby.    Id.  (1.08). 

Contention  that  under  section  15,  paragraph  (4)  of  the  act  the  Cominis- 
siou  can  not  require  a  carrier  to  continue  to  participate  In  through  routes 
and  Joint  rates  on  ground  that  it  will  secure  greater  revenue  out  ot  longer 
hauls  via  other  routes,  not  sustained.  Contention  overlooks  fact  that  the 
primary  question  Is  the  Justification  of  Increased  rates  which  will  result. 
Furthermore,  the  showing  made  would  Justly  the  establishment  of 
through  routes  and  Joint  rates  In  the  first  instance.  Rate  Cancellation 
from  Indiana  to  Ohio.  449  (4S0-4S1). 
SHORT  HAUL  TRAFFIC. 

Increased  charges  Initiated  by  the  Director  General  under  general  order 
No.  28  and  assessed  on  stone  moving  during  federal  control  from  points 
In  the  Indiana  limestone  district  to  various  destinations  found  unreason- 
able to  extent  that  charges  tor  preliminary  services  from  quarries  to 
mills  and  similar  movements,  exceeded  charges  subsequently  established. 
Reparation  awarded.  Bedford  Cut  Stone  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  26. 

Bates  on  mine-run  bltumlooos  coal  from  certain  mines  in  the  Clinton  and 
Brazil  districts  in  Indiana  to  complainants'  plants  at  CliDton,  Locan, 
Mount  Silica,  and  Brazil.  Ind.,  during  federal  control,  found  unreasonable 
and  reparation  awarded.  Clinton  Paving  Brick  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  338. 

Class  rate  on  imported  nitrate  ot  soda  from  Port  Richmond,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  to  Franktord.  Philadelphia,  during  federal  control,  found  unreason- 
able to  extent  it  exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  subsequently  establixbed 
after  request  therefor  made.  Barrett  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 
881. 

Rates  on  fresh  meat  moving  from  freezer  at  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  to  com- 
plainant's plant  at  the  same  point,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with 
switching  charges  at  the  same  and  other  points,  bat  In  view  of  the  com- 
plex movement  involved  rates  charged  were  uureasonable  to  the  extent 
they  exceeded  $16  per  car.  Reparation  awarded.  Armour  &  Co.  v. 
D.,  L.  a  W.  R.  R.  Co.,  445. 
SHORT  LINES. 

Beaver  Valley  R.  R.  found  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to  the  act 
Beaver  Sand  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  285  (287). 

The  size  of  a  road  does  not  determine  whether  or  not  It  Is  a  common  car- 
rier.   Id.  (287). 
66I.G.C. 
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SHORT  LINES— Continued. 

Upon  supplemental  report.  Intrastate  rates  and  charges  of  certain  sbort-Une 
steam  rallroadB,  required  by  atate  autborlty  to  be  malntaised  within 
llliDola,  lower  than  the  correspond! dk  interstate  rates  and  charges 
authorlEed  In  Incrvased  Balet,  19t0,  58  I,  C.  C,  229,  ftiund  onduly 
preferential  of  Intrastate  shippers  and  localities,  nndul;  prejndlcial  to 
Interstate  shippers  and  localltiea,  and  unjustly  discriminatory  against 
Interstate  commerce.  Previoas  reports,  59  I.  C.  C,  350,  and  60  I.  C.  (X, 
92.    Intrastate  Bates  Within  Illinois,  300. 

Fore  River  B.  B.  Corporation  found  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to  tlw 
act.    MassachneettB  Oil  Beflning  Co.  r.  B.  &  A.  R,  E.  Co.,  535  (548). 
SPACE  RENTAL. 

Proposed  increased  "  ^>ace  rental "  charges  on  domestic,  export,  and  coaat 
w!se  Bhlproenta  of  cotton  and  cotton  llnters  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
subports,  found  not  Justlfled  aa  the  general  level  of  charges  on  all  com- 
modltlen  handled  in  domestic,  export,  Import,  or  coastwise  traffic  is  not 
only  lower  than  the  level  of  the  charges  proposed,  but  is  lower  than  the 
level  of  the  present  charges.    Space  Rental  Charges  on  Cotton,  121. 

"  Space  rental "  charges  found,  in  fact,  to  be  charges  for  storage,  and  am- 
blgultlea  Id  tarills  giving  color  to  a  distinction  between  charges  for 
•'storage"  and  charges  for  "space  rental"  should  be  eliminated.    Id, 
(123). 
SPORADIC  MOVEMENT. 

Class  rate  on  sporadic  shipment  of  roasted  idnc  ore  from  Canton,  Ohio,  to 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  found  not  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower 
commodity  rate  subsequently  established.  Such  lower  rate  la  mnch 
lower  than  commodity  rates  on  ^tinc  ore  found  not  unreasonable  in  f  Uinoii 
Zino  Co.,  61  I.  C.  C,  92.  GrasselU  Chemical  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent.  263. 

Combination  rates  to  and  from  Rivesvllle  Junction,  W.  Va.,  on  bttumlnons 
coal  moving  from  Hood  mine.  South  Rlvesvllle,  W.  Va.,  to  destinations 
In  New  York  and  New  Jersey,  found  not  unreasonable  due  to  the  factw 
from  the  mine  to  the  Junction  point.  No  other  shipments  have  moved 
over  these  routes,  no  request  has  ever  been  made  for  a  spedflc  rate  from 
the  mine  to  the  Junction  and  no  future  movement  Is  contemplated.  Fair 
mont  &  Cleveland  Coal  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  293. 

While  volume  of  movement  Is  an  Important  element  to  be  considered  in 
arriving  at  a  reasonable  rate,  an  excessive  rate  can  not  be  Justified 
.  merely  on  account  of  the  fact  that  movements  thereunder  are  InfrequeoL 
The  maintenance  of  a  rate  that  Is  too  high  may  be  one  of  the  causes  of 
which  a  light  movement  la  the  effect.  Dnlted  Verde  Estentlon  Mining 
Co.  V.  U.  V.  k  P.  By.  Co.,  3n  (379). 

Combination  through  rate  on  bauxite  ore  from  Republic,  Ga.,  to  Chicago 
Htights,  HL,  foDud  not  unreasonable  because  of  the  subsequent  rednctioo 
of  the  factor  from  Ohio  River  crossings.  Few  shipments  have  been  nude 
from  and  to  these  points  and  no  movement  In  the  near  future  Is  con- 
templated.   General  Chemical  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  443. 
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SPOTTING  CARS. 

Failure  of  defendants  to  more  Inbonnd  and  ontbonnd  can  betweeff  Inter- 
change  tracks  and  points  wltbln  complalnanta'  plants  under  tbe  Ilne-hanl 
rates  or  to  compeosate  complainants  therefor,  foand  not  to  result  In  un- 
reasonable, discriminatory,  or  nnduly  prejudicial  charges.  Complainants 
would  not  accept  placement  within  their  plants  at  deftndants'  con- 
venience ;  tbe  practice  has  been  to  deliver  and  receive  the  trafflc  at  the 
Interchange  tracks;  and  complainants  ar«  accorded  the  same  treatment 
as  their  competitors  In  the  same  district  Onlf  State*  Steel  Co.  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  2SK. 

Prior  to  the  increases  tbe  line  haul  rates  did  not  cover  the  movement  of 
cars  b7  defendants  between  the  Interchange  tracks  and  spotting  points 
wittatn  plants.  Contention  that  this  was  mder  an  agreement  that  com- 
plainants should  make  these  movements  at  thrir  own  expense  because 
of  the  low  basis  of  rates  accorded  them,  and  that  the  successive  Increases 
made  under  general  order  No.  28  and  fncrroaetf  Ratet,  J9tO,  58  I.  C.  C, 
220,  hare  made  the  rates  so  high  that  defendants  should  therefbra 
render  tbe  service,  Betd:  This  position  la  untenable.  Id.  (2S7). 
SPREAD  OT  RATES. 

Proposal  to  cancel  the  L  c.  I.  commodity  rates  on  Iron  and  steel  articles  from 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  other  points  to  destinations  on  the  Maine  Central, 
thereby  making  applicable  higher  dass  rates,  found  not  JustlHed.  Pro- 
posed rates  would  result  In  violations  of  the  fourth  section  of  the  act 
and  would  widen  the  disparity  In  rates  already  existing  between  Boston 
and  competing  points.    Iron  and  Steel  Articles  from  Boston,  100. 

Rate  oQ  pig  Iron  from  Pottstown,  Pa.,  to  San  Francisco,  Oallf.,  for  export, 
found  not  unreasonable  or  unduly  prejudicial  because  the  spread  In  the 
rates  on  that  article  and  manufactured  Iron  and  steel  articles  exceeded 
5  cents,  tbe  basis  subsequently  estabtlsbed.  Sblbakawa  k  Co.  (Inc.)  r. 
P.  &  R.  Ry.  Co.,  26L 

Proposed  reductions  In  rates  on  coal  from  mines  In  the  Sprlngfleld,  ni^ 
district  served  by  the  Chicago  ft  Alton,  and  from  mines  In  the  sonth- 
westem  field  located  In  Missouri,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas  to 
Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.,  and  Intermediate  polnta,  found  not  Justified. 
Such  reduced  rates  without  corresponding  leductlons  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo., 
and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  would  widen  the  spread  In  rates  existing  between 
these  points  and  would  resnlt  In  nndne  preference  to  Kansas  City  and  In 
undue  prejudice  to  SL  Joseph  and  Omaha.  Reduced  Rates  on  Coal 
to  Kansas  City,  Uo.,  4ST. 

Proposed  Increased  rate  on  window  glass  from  Kansas  and  Oklahoma 
points  to  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  which  would  disturb  the  long-standing 
spread  between  (be  rates  to  Sioux  Falls  and  practically  every  other 
related  point,  found  not  Justified.  Window  Glass  from  Kansas  and 
Oklahoma  to  Sioux  Falls,  76T. 
STANDARD  TIHB.  See  Tna. 
STATE  AND  INTERSTATE. 

Class  rates  from  Corinth,  Miss.,  to  points  In  Tennessee  between  Oorlnth, 
and  Jackson,  Tenn.,  found  nnreasonable  and  noduly  prejudicial  to  Corinth 
and  Its  shippers,  as  compared  with  daas  rates  to  the  same  polnta  from 
JaAaon.  Reasonable  maximum  dlstanca  ittaa  praaollMd.  Cwlnth 
Grocery  Oo.  v.iL  k0.n.U.  Co^tSO. 
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STATE  AND  INTERSTATE— Continued. 
Upon  auivlemental  r^wrt.  lutniute  rates  and  clwrges  of  certain  dectrto 
Hues  aad  certain  sbort-llne  steam  rallroada,  required  by  state  autborlty 
.  to  ba  maintained  within  IlUaola,  lower  Uian  the  con«apondlng  Interstate 
rates  and  cbaxsee  auttaorUed  in  /norwfed  Baiet,  19t0,  08  1.  C.  0..  220, 
found  ondulf  preferential  of  Intrastate  shippers  and  localities,  unduly 
prejudicial  to  iuterstAte  eblppers  and  localities,  and  unjustlj  dlscrlml- 
natoty  against  Interstate  commerce.  Previous  report^  59  I.  G.  C,  8G0, 
and  60  I.  a  C,  92.    Intrastate  Bates  Wlttiin  Illinois,  BSO. 

Upon  supplemental  report,  ordera  entned  In  68  I.  C.  C.  QIO  and  83  I.  0.  O. 
288,  prescribing  reasonable  rates  between  Natcbei  and  Tlcksbnrg,  Ulss., 
and  points  in  western  Louisiana  for  the  removal  of  undue  prejudice  and 
unduo  preference  In  fitvor  of  w««tem  Lonislana  points,  vacated.  The 
nnlawfut  aituatien  which  resulted  in  tbe  issuance  of  those  orders  does 

.  not  now  exist  and  will  not  be  restored,  and  there  is  no  real  necessity 
for  their  further  continuance,  Natchet  Gbamb^  of  Commerce  v.  L.  ft  A. 
Hy.  Oft,a8a. 

Contrition  tbat,  after  undue  prejudice  against  Interstate  commerce  bas 
been  removed  by  compliance  with  the  Commission's  iwler,  the  action  of 
state  authorities  In  approving  the  rates  prescribed  deprives  tlie  Com- 
mission of  Jurisdiction  to  require  tbe  continuance  of  tlie  nonpr^udldal 
adjustment,  not  au&Ulned.    Id.  (388). 

A  shipment  moved  between  two  points  In  the  same  dty  la  not  Interstate  in 
character,  unless  in  some  way  connected  with  sn  Interstate  movement. 
Armour  A  Co.  V.  D.,  L.  ft  W.  R.  R.  Co.,  44&  (447). 

Adjustment,  undH  which  c«oeDt  mills  within  the  Eaasaa  gas  bdt,  in- 
eluding  Dewey,  Okla.,  had  the  benefit  of  tbe  same  rate  to  points  tn 
Eanus.  was  disturbed  by  eAabllshment  of  distance  rates  from  Dewey, 
while  from  the  other  gas  belt  producing  poiota  In  Kansas  to  deettnstions 
in  the  same  state  higher  group  rates  were  continued  in  effect  Snbse- 
quently  previously  existing  grouping  restored.  BetS:  Higher  rates 
charged  on  Intrastate  sbipmeots  moving  during  Federal  ctmtrtd  tonnd 
not  unreasonable.  lola  Cement  Hills  Traffic  Aaso.  v.  Director  Qenenl. 
aa  Agent.  495. 
STATE  GOHHIS8ION8. 

ContcntloD  that,  after  undue  prejudice  against  Interstate  commerce  bad 
been  removed  by  compliance  with  the  Commission's  order,  the  action  of 
BUte  authorities  in  approving  the  rates  prescribed  deprlTes  the  Oom^ 
mission  of  Jurisdiction  to  require  the  continuance  of  the  nonprejndidal 
adjustment,  not  sustained.  Natchex  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  L.  A  A. 
By.  Co.,  386  <B88). 
STATE  BATES.    £eo  alto  Stats  ahd  InmsTAn. 

Batea  oa  petroleum  products  and  other  commodities,  c  L  and  L  e;  1^  be- 
tween Shamrock  and  certain  other  pi^ts  In  Oklaboma,  daring  federal 
control,  found  nnreasonabte  to  KCtent  that  the  rates  on  tialBc  intar- 
changed  between  the  Sapulpa  ft  Oil  IMd  and  Frisco  railroads  rTnmlaJ 
the  slngle^ine  dlatance  latas  applicable  In  Oklahoma,  and  oa  traffic  dot- 
Ing  over  those  llnca  and  the  lines  of  otber  carrier^  to  extent  tbey  «t- 
ceeded  tbe  sin^e  line  rate«  plus  two  line  atbltraricdS.  Beparatloa 
awarded.   Cosdm  &  Co.  v.  Director  Qeneial,  aa  Agent,  118. 
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STATE  RATES — Continued. 

Mlnlmnm  weight  of  40,000  pounds  tot  each  car  nsed,  applicable  on  flr 
piling,  la  triple  carloads,  from  Kulshan  to  BeHlnsham,  Wastt.,  durlDR 
federal  control,  found  unreaBonable  to  extent  It  exceeded  minimum  of 
83,000  pounds  subsequently  establUhed,  and  subject  to  a  mlnimuni  charge 
of  tl5  per  car.  Reparation  awarded.  Ambrose  v.  Director  Oeneral,  as 
Agent,  153. 

Increases  under  general  order  No.  28  of  Director  General  on  bituminous 
coal  from  Linton  group  In  EoutHwestem  Indiana  to  destlnatloiui  north- 
east of  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  during  federal  control,  resulted  In  wideulng  the 
differential  to  such  points  over  Indlanapolla  which  existed  prior  to 
such  increases.  Subsequently  rates  reduced  but  former  differential  not 
restored.  BeU:  Neither  Director  General's  departure  from  terms  of 
his  general  orderb  nor  the  subsequent  reduction  of  ntea  is  neoessarllr 
proof  that  rates  were  unreasonable.  Union  Traction  Co.  of  Inillana  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  157. 

Where  carrier  was  not  under  federal  control.  Its  absorption  provlstons  on 
intrastate  traffic  were  not  subject  to  the  Commission's  Jurisdiction  dur- 
ing the  federal  control  period.  Citizens  Coal  Mining  Co.  v.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  271  <278). 

Class  rates  on  sulphuric  acid.  In  tank-car  loads,  from  Charlotte.  N.  C,  to 
Greensboro,  N.  C,  during  federal  control,  found  unreasonable  to  extent 
the;  exceeded  lower  commodity  rates  subsequently  established,  request 
therefor  having  been  made  before  shipments  moved.  Reparntton  awarded. 
American  Agricultural  Chemical  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  277. 

Glass  rates  on  mixed  or  nltratiog  acid.  In  tank-car  loads,  from  Bopatcong 
and  Haskell,  N.  J.,  to  Arlington,  N.  }„  during  federal  control,  found  un- 
reasonable to  extent  they  exceeded  lower  commodity  rates  to  North 
Newark,  N.  J.,  which  lower  rates  could  hav^  be«i  applied  from  Hopot- 
Cong  aud  Haskell  under  Rule  77  of  Tariff  Clrcnlar  18-A.  Reparation 
awarded.    Dn  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  201. 

Standard  bos  charges  collected  on  citrus  brott.  In  field  boxes,  and  on  re- 
turned empty  field  boxes,  the  diniensloni  of  which  were  smaller  than 
those  of  the  standard  box,  moved  Intrastate  In  Florida  during  federal 
control,  found  not  unreasonable.  The  mere  fact  that  complainant  was 
charged  more  for  hauling  a  like  quantity  of  fruit  than  were  the  users  of 
standard  containers  does  not  entitle  It  to  reparation.  Such  a  result  in- 
evitably follows  where  rates  are  stated  In  amonnts  per  package  and  the 
shipper  chooses  to  use  a  package  smaller  than  the  standard  prescribed 
by  the  tarifC.    Florida  Gltms  Exchange  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  307. 

Bates  on  mlne-mn' bituminous  coal  from  certain  mines  In  the  Clinton  and 
BrazU  districts  In  Indiana,  to  complainants'  plants  at  Clinton,  Locan, 
Mount  Silica,  and  BrazU,  lod.,  during  federal  control,  found  unreasonable 
and  reparation  awarded.  Clinton  Paving  Brick  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  33S. 

Class  rate  on  imported  nitrate  of  soda  from  Port  Rkhmond.  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  to  Frankford,  Philadelphia,  during  federal  control,  found  unreason- 
able to  extent  It  exceeded  lower  commodity  rate  subsequently  established 
after  request  therefor  made.  Barrett  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 
S81. 
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STATE  RATES— Contlnaed. 

Rntes  DD  fresh  meat  roorlne  from  freezer  at  J«nej  City,  N.  J.,  to  com- 
plainant's plant  at  the  same  point,  found  unreasonable  as  compared  with 
swItchlDs  charges  at  the  same  and  other  points;  bnt  In  view  of  the  com- 
plex movement  Involved  rates  charged  were  unreasonable  to  extent  they 
exceeded  SIS  per  car.  Rcvaratlon  awarded.  Armour  &  Ga  v.  D.,  L.  & 
W.  R.  R.  Co.,  445. 

Hlnnesota  Intrastate  rates  on  anthracite  coal  not  shown  to  hare  been  an 
appropriate  measure  of  the  rates  on  coke  from  St  Paul,  Minn.,  to  Minne- 
eota  points  dnrloK  the  period  of  federal  controL  The  loading  Is  mate- 
rially less  on  cote  tban  on  anthracite  coal  and  dw  car-eamtngs  are  less, 
even  wh«)  the  rate  per  ton  Is  materiall;  higher.  Minnesota  Bj,Prodact 
Coke  Co.  V.  Director  General,  u  Agent,  480  (48S-489). 

Adjnstraent,  under  which  cement  mills  within  the  Eanaaa  gas  belt  In- 
clndlng  Dewey,  Okla.,  had  the  beneflt  of  the  same  rate  to  points  In 
Kansas,  was  disturbed  by  establishment  of  distance  rates  from  Dewey, 
while  from  the  other  gas-belt  produdng  points  in  Kansas  to  destinations 
In  the  same  state,  higher  group  rates  were  contlnned  In  etfecL  Sub- 
sequently previously  existing  ^uptng  restored.  Held:  Higher  rates 
charged  on  intrastate  sbipments  moving  during  federal  control  found 
not  unreasonable,  lola  Cement  Mills  Trafflc  Asao.  v.  Director  Qeneral, 
as  Agent,  4fl5. 

Bates  on  fertilizer,  in  bags,  from  Cleveland  to  Mtnford,  Ohio,  during 
federal  control  fonnd  unreasonable  as  compared  with  lower  rate  main- 
tained in  the  opposite  direction,  which  lower  rate  was  subsequently 
established  via  route  of  movement.  Reparation  awarded.  Swift  &  Co.  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  615. 

Rates  oD  bituminous  coal  from  mines  In  the  Springfield  district,  and  in 
the  Peoria  and  I^ilton  county  groups.  In  Illinois,  to  Peoria,  111.,  dur- 
ing federal  control,  found  not  unreasonable,  as  they  compare  favorably 
with  numerous  rates  on  eoal  for  comparable  distances  between  points 
In  the  same  territory,  and  the  fact  that  anch  rates  were  not  established 
In  strict  conformity  with  the  provlrions  of  general  order  No.  28  of  the 
Director  General  Is  Insuffldent  in  itself  to  support  a  finding  of  unreason- 
ableness.   Central  niinols  Light  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  6SS. 

Rates  charged  on  Intrastate  shipments  of  box  board  moving  during  federal 
control  found  legally  applicable  and  not  unreasonable  as  provision  pub- 
lished in  exceptions  and  tariff  naming  class  rates  charged  provided  that 
"no  rate  shall  be  applied  on  traffic  roorlng  under  class  rates  lower 
Uien  amount  for  the  respective  classee,  and  the.  minimum  ahall  be  the 
rate  for  the  dass  at  which  that  article  is  rated  In  the  daselOcatlon  ap* 
plying  in  the  territory  where  the  shipments  move."  Ft.  Wayns  Cor- 
rugated Paper  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  869. 
STATtJTB  OF  LIMITATIONS.    See  LivrriTioK  of  Actioh, 
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STOCKYARDS. 

R^usal  of  carrlen  to  unload  ordloAT)'  Uv«  Mock  tnm  tlietr  can  Into 
stock  peni  adjacent  to  packing  plants  of  complalnaoU,  or  to  make  an 
allowance  for  unloading  luch  abijunents,  wblle,  pursuant  to  section  10, 
paragraph  (5),  of  the  act,  perfonniDg  tbe  service  of  loading  at  point  of 
origin  or  unloading  at  destination  such  live  stock  shipped  from  or  to 
public  stockyards,  without  cbarge  In  addition  to  Une-hata  charges,  not 
shown  to  violate  the  act.    Omaba  Packing  Co.  v.  A.,  T.  4  S.  F.  Ry.  Co.,  44. 

Cbarges  In  addition  to  the  line-haul  charias,  for  unloading  and  reloading 
ea  route  ordinary  Uve  stock  destined  to  private  stockysrdB  adjscent  to 
packing  plants  of  complainants,  wblle  unloading  and  reloading  such  ehlp- 
menta  destined  to  public  stockyards,  wltboat  cbarge  in  addition  to  line- 
haul  charges,  found  to  result  In  undue  prejudice  to  complainant  in  favor 
of  competitors  whose  packing  j^nts  are  adjacent  to  public  stockyards. 
Id.  (44). 

Section  ID.  paragraph  <D),  Is  definitely  limited,  both  aa  to  initial  loadlni 
and  as  to  final  nnlosdiag.  to  pabUc  stockyarda  It  does  not  app);  ta 
iDlUsl  loading  at  other  than  public  stockyards  even  for  shipment  to 
such  ynrds.     Id.   (49). 

The  Conunisalon  must  assume  that  Congresa  legislated  on  the  subject  of  the 
datles  of  common  csrrlers  by  railroad  ooncemlng  the  recdpt  and  delivery 
of  Uve  stock  with  full  knowledge  of  tbe  law  as  declared  by  tbe  Supreme 
Court  In  Covington  Stock-YariU  Co.  v.  JEeitA,  138  U.  S.,  128,  and  there- 
fore with  tbe  knowledge  and  purjMise  that  public  atockyards  would  be 
opea  to  all  shtHwra  and  conaignsea  as  the  Icnnlnala  of  the  carriers. 
Id.  (51). 
STOPPAGE  IN  TRANSITU. 

Proposed  mie  under  which  shinier  U  required  to  exeeuta  agreement  for 
Btoivage  of  gooda  In  transitu,  and  where  ahliver  la  unknown  or  Irre- 
QMualble,  the  agent  most  require  one  or  more  sureties  to  sign  with  him, 
found  not  Justified.  Such  rule  Indefinite  ss  to  number  of  sureties  re- 
quired, reposes  too  mncb  arbitrary  power  In  agents  to  decide  who  Is  or 
Is  not  "  responsible,"  complisnce  therewith  might  require  constdersble 
time  and  result  In  loss  of  right  to  stop,  because  of  delivery  at  destina- 
tion, and  terma  of  agreement  are  loconslstent  with  recognition  by  re- 
spondent of  any  duty  to  obey  the  onlar  to  stop.  Stonwge  of  Ooods  In 
Transit.  423. 

The  right  of,  exists  Indqwodeot  of  statnCe  and  can  oot  be  added  to  or 
curtailed  by  anything  In  the  carrier's  Urltb.    Id.  (434) . 
STORAOEL    See  obo  Tsack  Stobaok. 

Proposed  increased  "  qwce  rental "  charges  on  domestic,  export,  sad  coast- 
wlee  shipments  of  cotton  and  cotton  llnters  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
aubports,  found  not  Juatifled  as  the  general  level  of  charges  on  all  com- 
modities bandied  In  domestic  export,  import,  or  coastwise  traffic  Is  not 
only  lower  than  the  level  of  the  charges  propoaed,  but  Is  lower  than  the 
level  of  the  present  charges.    Space  Keutal  Charges  on  Cotton,  121. 

"Space  rental"  charges  found.  In  fact,  to  be  charges  for  storage,  and 
ambigultlea  In  tarlfEs  giving  color  to  a  distinction  between  charges  Ear 
"  storage  "  and  charges  for  "  spsce  rental "  should  be  eliminated.  Id. 
(128). 

The  furnishing  of,  Is  not  a  primary  function  of  tbe  rallroada.    American 
Wholesale  Lumber  Asso.  e.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  388  (407). 
storage:  in  transit,    see  TaANSiT  AaaanaUEifTa 
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On  BMoaitt  of  TKrlooa  strikes  emtMrsoes  were  placed  against  mtain 
points.  Demurraee  chargH  Rnesaed  on  shlpmrnts  on  wblch  reconaiga' 
meat  to  awA  points  refooed,  found  Illegal  as  applicable  tariff  containetl 
DO  provlsfon  prohibiting  reconslgnment  to  embargoed  points.  Bepam- 
thtn  awarded.  Scbaefer  v.  L.  T.  B.  B.  Go.,  MS. 
Because  of  an  accnmaUtfon  of  barges  alongside  Teesel,  resulting  from  ■ 
longshoremen's  strike,  deUvery  from  car  float  to  vessel  could  not  be 
made.  Cars  were  floated  to  float  bridge,  adjacent  to  pier,  and  tbmce 
moved  along  tracks  and  ont  apon  the  pier  for  delivery,  for  which  service 
a  class  rate  was  ssseesed.  Held:  Extra  movement  to  float  bridge  and 
bejond  amonnted  to  a  reeonslgnmoit.  Charges  assessed  found  unrea- 
sonable to  extent  tber  exceeded  those  provided  In  a  local  switching  tariff 
for  similar  movoneDts  to  cold  storage  warehouses,  plus  a  reconslgn- 
ment charge..  B^taratlon  awarded.  Armour  &  Oo.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  760. 

BtlBSEQDBNTLT  BSTABLISHBD  RATES.     8m    Reodctioii    IK    Ratkb    (Bt 
CAUUxas). 

SUBSIDIARY. 

The  feet  that  one  company  may  be  a  subsidiary  of  another  does  not  ifwo 
^Boto  entitle  the  latter  to  bring  an  action  In  Its  own  name  for  a  damage 
saffCred  by  the  former.  American  AgriciUtnral  Chemical  Co.  v.  EHrector 
OenerftL  as  Agent,  600  (6S1>. 

SUITS.    See  Actiors. 

ftUPPLEHENTAXi  REPORT.     8M  alto  Fuxmn  HBUaifo;  BXAnatmirr. 

Upon  supplemental  report,  HeU:  In  view  of  the  opinion  of  the  Suptenn 
Court  In  C.  R.  R.  Co.  nf  N.  J.  v.  tJnttal  State*,  decided  I>ecember  S.  1S21. 
flodlngs  In  61  J,  C.  O..  182  and  145,  wherein  carriers'  partldpatloo  In 
Joint  rates  with  connecting  lines  upon  whose  rails  transit  arrangements 
are  permitted  while  denying  similar  arrangements  at  points  on  their  own 
rails  was  found  to  remit  In  undue  prejudice,  reversed.  American 
OreoBotlng  Go.  v.  Director  Oeneral,  S4;  Southern  Hardwood  Traffic  Aaso. 
V.  Director  Oeneral,  67. 
rpoo  supplemental  report.  Intrastate  rates  and  charges  of  certain  electric 
lines  and  certain  short-line  steam  railroads,  reqntred  by  state  anthorit; 
to  be  maintained  within  ininols,  lower  than  the  corresponding  Interstate 
rates  and  charges  aathorlied  In  Increaied  Rate*.  I9t9,  KS  I.  O.  O.,  220;, 
found  andnly  preferential  of  Intrastate  shippers  snd  localities,  unduly 
prejndlclal  to  Interstate  shippers  and  localities,  snd  nnjnstly  discrimina- 
tory against  Interstate  commerce.  Previous  reports,  S8  I.  0.  O.,  SCO,  and 
60  I.  0.  O.,  02.  Intrastate  Races  Within  Illinois,  3D0. 
Upon  aopplemental  report,  orders  entered  In  D8  I.  G.  C.,  fllO,  and  flS  I.  C  C, 
288,  prescribing  reasonhble  rates  between  Nstcbez  and  Vlcksburg,  Miss., 
snd  points  In  western  Louisiana  for  the  removal  of  undue  prejudice  and 
nndae  preference  In  favor  of  western  Louisiana  points,  vscated.  The 
unlawful  situation  which  resulted  In  the  issuance  of  those  orders  does 
not  now  exist  and  will  not  be  restored  and  there  Is  no  real  necenlty  for 
thdr  further  continuance.  Natches  Chambtt  of  Commerce  v.  L.  &  A. 
By.  C0..88B. 
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StTPPLEMENTAL  REPORT— ConOnued 

On  Bhipmeiita  morlnK  prior  to  federal  control,  bill  of  ladlnr  ContalnM  1d- 
etructloBs  bb  to  botb  rate  and  ronte.  Rate  named  wai  not  applicable 
oTer  any  route  of  tha  rccdvlnK  carrier,  bat  waa  applicable  over  the  route 
of  a  rival  line  to  which  shipper  roltht  bsTs  delivered  the  ahlpment  had 
he  ao  elected.  Eeld;  FoUowlng  lieLean  iMmber  Co.,  22  I.  C.  C,  349, 
recelTlng  carrier  ma;  forward  i^lpment  over  Ita  Une  at  the  rate  law- 
tolly  applicable,  it  not  being  obligated  to  torn  the  traffic  over  to  its 
competitor.  Former  report,  (tl  I.  C.  C^  6G6,  nodlfled  and  ablpmenta 
found  not  mlarouted.    Mulk^  Salt  Co.  v.  Dfrecter  General,  as  Agent,  441. 

Upon  BQppIouental  report,  orders  deflnlng  Hmita  of  United  States  standard 
Bostem  and  Cmtral  time  sonea,  SI  I.  O.  C,  2TS,  and  S8  I.  O.  C,  206, 
modified  BO  aa  to  Include  Toledo,  <Hilo,  within  the  standard  Baetem  time 
Eone    Standard  Time  Zone  InvesttgatlOQ,  666. 
SWITCHING.    See  alMO  Skhtino  Ca«s. 

Shipments  were  handled  under  regular  blUlng,  in  traios  subject  to  orders 
of  tnrln  diq>atdien,  and  the  movement  performed  nece«Bltated  the 
croBsIng  of  one  or  mote  river  bridges  and  codsiderable  switching  and 
back  hauling.  Point  Involved  Is  not  ihown  In  goremlng  tarUta  aa  a 
point  within  the  switching  Hmlta  and  rale  from  and  to  that  point  la 
published  as  a  transportation  diarge.  Held:  Service  found  to  be  a  line 
haul  and  not  a  switching  movement.  HUb  A  Baner  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  2r79  (280). 

Aggregate  chargea  on  dried  fmltB  from  Fresno  and  other  California  points 
to  Tacoma,  Wash.,  composed  of  applicable  Joint  rates  of  line  haul  car- 
riera  pins  awttchlng  charge  to  complalnaot's  warehonsee,  located  on  an 
Industry  track,  found  not  nnreasoaable  or  dtscrimlnatorr.  Aggregate 
charges  were  less  than  the  combinations  to  and  from  Portland,  Or«., 
and  compare  fiivorably  with  rates  on  the  same  commodity  between  other 
points  In  the  same  general  territory  for  le»  distances.  West  Goaat 
Grocery  Co.  t>.  Director  a«)era1,  aa  Agent,  OTS. 

Collection  at  transit  point  of  switching  charges  of  a  belt  line  which  deliv- 
ered shipments  to  complainant  for  storage  and  to  ontbonnd  carriers  for 
movement  to  final  deatlnatlon,  and  which  were  in  addition  to  the  through 
rate  and  transit  charges,  found  illegal.  Shlpmenta  which  move  from  a 
point  of  origin  to  filial  dcMlnatlon  under  transit  amngemeotB  are  re- 
garded as  moving  under  a  single  continuous  contract  of  carriage.  Repa- 
ration awarded.    Capital  Warehouse  Go.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent, 

ess. 

Because  of  accumulation  of  barges  alongside  vessel,  drtWery  from  car  float 
to  vessel  conld  not  be  made.  Cars  were  floated  to  float  bridge  adjacent 
to  pier  and  thence  moved  along  tra<te  and  out  upon  the  pier  fbr  dellvMT. 
for  which  service  a  class  rate  waa  assessed.  Held:  ICxtiu  movemoit  to 
float  bridge  and  l)eyond  amonnted  to  a  reconslgnment  Chargea  assessed 
foand  unreasonable  to  extent  tiiey  exceeded  those  provided  in  a  local 
Bwltchtng  tariff  for  similar  movements  to  cold  storage  warebonses,  plus 
a  reconslgnment  charge.  ReparatloB  awarded.  Armour  A  Co.  v.  Direfr 
tor  General,  as  Agent,  TOO. 
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SWITOHINO  DISTRICT. 

Chartea  on  bitumjnoiia  coal  from  Oltlsans  idIdm  A  and  B  located  ontalde 
tbe  dtr  llmlta  but  in  Oie  SpiinKfleld,  lU.,  district,  to  intrastate  and  inter- 
state points  durioK  federal  control,  aaseaaed  on  tbe  baala  of  tUe  rate  to 
Springfield,  plua  the  Sprlnffleld  district  ratea  beyond,  found  not  nnreaaon- 
able  as  competed  with  rates  from  otber  mines  within  that  dlatrlct  wblcb 
took  the  Springfield  district  basis  of  rates.  Cltisens  Coal  Hlnlns  Co.  v. 
Director  Oeneral,  as  Aient,  271. 

Obarfes  applicable  on  scrap  iron  between  twlots  within  the  awltchinc  limits 
of  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Andrews,  E;.,  composed  of  a  swltctalnB  charge, 
and  a  line  haul  charge  with  minimum  and  maximum  of  $1S  per  car,  found 
unreasonable  to  extent  that  charges  for  tbe  line-haul  movement  exceed 
a  minimuin  of  $6.50  and  maximum  of  |10  per  car,  subsequently  eatab- 
llehed.  Reparation  awarded.  HUb  ft  Bauer  v.  Director  Oeneral,  m  Agent, 
270. 
SYSTBU. 

Bates  on  petroleum  prodocta  and  other  cammodltlea,  c.  1.  and  L  c  1.  between 
Shamrock  and  certain  other  points  In  Oklahoma,  durtug  federal  control, 
found  unreasunable  to  extent  tbat  the  rates  on  traffic  Interchanged  be- 
tween the  Sapulpa  Sc  Oil  Field  and  Frisco  railroads  exceeded  the  single- 
line  distance  rates  applicable  in  Oklahoma,  and  on  traffic  moving  over 
those  lines  and  the  lines  of  otber  carriers,  to  extent  they  exceeded  the 
single  line  rates  plua  two  line  arbltrarles.  Beparatloo  awarded.  Cos- 
den  &  Co.  V.  Director  Oeneral,  as  Agent,  113. 

Both  the  legislative  history  and  tbe  provii^ona  of  tbe  transportation  act, 
1820,  make  It  clear  tbat  the  purpose  of  Congress  in  this  legislation  was 
broader  than  the  mere  regulation  of  individual  railroads.  Congress  was 
endeavoring  to  assure  an  effective  tranQHirtatlon  system  for  the  nation, 
and  the  principle  was  recognized  tliat  the  various  carriers,  while  inde- 
pendently owned,  are  nevertheless  to  a  large  extent  interdependent,  and 
that  they  owe  a  duty  to  one  another  In  tbe  public  Interest  New  England 
Divisions,  186  (1S8). 

Tbe  Conuulssion's  power  over  divisions  la  founded  upon  the  public  Int^^st 
Carriers  are  mutually  dependent  p&rta  of  tbe  tranq>ortatlon  aystan; 
and,  tbe  public  Interest  requires  tbat  all  essential  parte  be  maintained  in 
eltective  working  condition.    Id.  (199). 

The  group  [dan  of  Increasing  ratea  followed  In  Increated  Ratet,  1920,  68 
I.  C.  C,  220,  necessarily  results  in  Inequality  of  return  to  tbe  variona  car- 
riers. Obtain  of  them  gain  a  larger  reward  than  they  would  receive  if 
It  were  practicable  to  Ox  rates  for  individual  companies,  while  otbera 
have  leBL  Tet  all  are  parts  of  the  national  tronsportatloa  system  and 
must  be  adequately  maintained  If  tbey  are  not  to  be  abandoned  and  due 
regard  for  the  public  Interest  demands  tbat  tbe  Commission  give  theec 
fortuitous  Inequalities  consideration  in  tbe  fixing  of  dtvlsioDs.    Id.  (US). 

On  shipments  moving  during  federal  control,  bill  of  lading  contained  in- 
stnictlons  as  to  both  rate  and  route.  Rate  named  was  not  applicable 
over  any  route  of  the  receiving  carrier,  but  was  applicable  over  the  route 
of  another  line  to  which  shipper  might  have  delivered  the  shipment  hod 
be  so  elected.  Held:  Shlpmeats  misrouted  where  both  of  the  carrlen  at 
point  of  origin  were  federally  controlled,  since  tb^  were  "being  op- 
•rsted  under  a  unlfled  snd  coordinated  national  control  and  not  In  com- 
peUtlon."    Uulkey  Salt  Co.  v.  Director  Oeneral,  as  Agent,  441. 
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8TSTKM— Continued. 

DlttoraQt  ratea  w«re  In  effect  over  two  rontes  between  the  ume  points. 
Routes  practical];  tbe  same  In  length  and  aub}ect  to  tlie  eatne  transport 
tatlon  coadltlona.  Held:  In  view  of  the  fact  tbat  carrlen  were  operated 
Mnder  a  unified  and  coordinated  national  control,  and  not  In  conipetltlan. 
It  was  uureaaonable  for  the  Director  Qeneiat  to  maintain  a  higher  rate 
over  one  route  than  contemporaneously  applied  over  the  other.  Amert- 
can  Agricultural  Chemical  Co.  v.  Director  Qeoeral,  as  Afient,  660, 
TARIFF  CIBCULAR  18-A. 

Following  UorHi  i  Co.,  04  I.  O.  C^  135,  rate  on  freah  frozen  beef  from 
Columbus,  Ohio,  to  New  York.  N.  Y.,  found  unreasonable  to  extent  It  ex- 
ceeded lower  rate  from  London,  Ohio,  applicable  under  rule  77  of  Tariff 
Circular  18-A.  No  request  made  for  application  of  low»  rate  prior  to 
movetneut  but  such  rate  subsequently  establlalied  fron  Columbus,  Bepn- 
ratlDn  swarded.  ClocUinatl  Abattoir  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Agent,  60. 

Contention  that  lower  rate  remained  In  effect  because  new  tariff  carried  a 
note  that  "  This  tariff  contains  no  changes  in  rates  from  those  published 
effective  June  25,  1818,"  and  because  Item  naming  the  Increased  rate 
did  not  beor  a  symbol.  Indicating  an  Increase  over  the  previous  rate  as 
required  by  Tariff  Circular  18-A,  not  sustained.  Tariff  publishing  the 
Increased  rate  and  cancelling  the  previous  tariff  cMiformed  with  the  es- 
sential requirements  of  the  act  and  was  lawfully  on  file  with  the  Com- 
mission.   Hercules  Mining  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  140  (141), 

Class  rates  on  mixed  or  nitrating  add.  In  tank-car  loads,  from  Hopatcong 
and  Haskell,  N.  J.,  to  Arlington,  N.  J.,  during  federal  control,,  found 
unreasonable  to  extent  they  exceeded  lower  commodity  ratea  to  North 
Newark,  N.  J.,  which  lower  rates  could  have  been  applied  from  Hopat- 
cong and  Haskell  under  Rule  77  of  Tariff  Circular  18-A.  Reparation 
awarded.    Du  Pont  de  Nemours  h  Co.  t>.  Director  GenenU,  as  Agent,  281. 

Applicable  tariff  provided  for  the  application  to  Intermediate  points  of 
rates  from  or  to  the  next  more  distant  station  when  ratea  are  not  ape- 
ciBcally  published,  subject  to  the  general  proviso,  "  Except  as  may  be 
otherwise  speclAcally  provided  In  the  tariff."  Held:  The  publication  of 
a  "  rate  boals  "  to  the  intermediate  points  without  corresponding  "  rates  " 
on  spedflc  commodtties  did  not  operate  to  make  inappUcoble  the  Inter- 
mediate clause.  Shipments  found  overcharged  and  rafund  directed. 
Standard  OU  Go.  c.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  472. 

Higher  rate  published  in  the  same  tariff  from  Intermediate  than  from 
farther  distant  point.  Bate  tram  terther  distant  point  published  subject 
to  Rule  77  of  Tariff  Circular  18-A,  &«Id.*  Higher  rate  from  Intermedi- 
ate point  legally  applicable  but  publication  of  lower  rate  from  farther 
distant  point  subject  to  Rule  77  was  In  violation  of  the  fourth  section  of 
the  act  and  tantamount  to  an  admission  that  the  higher  rate  from  the 
Intermediate  point  was  unreasonable.  Reparation  nvmrdcd.  Standard 
Asphalt  k  ReOnlog  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  All. 

Fertiliser  rate  legally  applicable  and  assessed  on  oyster  shells  from  Apala- 
chlcola,  Fla.,  to  Mobile.  Ala.,  composed  of  a  combination  to  liontgom- 
ery,  Ala.,  and  thence  back  to  Mobile,  authorized  under  Bule  6  (b)  of 
Tariff  Circular  18-A,  found  unreBSonoble  as  compared  with  rates  aa 
crashed  oyster  shells  from  various  southern  jjotnts  to  numerous  destina- 
tions for  greater  distances,  and  to  extent  It  exceeded  Joint  rate  aubse- 
quentty  established.  Reparation  denied.  Gulf  City  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Direc- 
tor General,  as  Agent,  768- 
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TARIFF  INTBaiPRBTATION. 

Bule  for  dtsposltlon  of  fraction!  under  enenl  order  No.  28  of  tbe  Direc- 
tor General  applied  only  to  latea  quoted  In  dollani  or  dollars  and  centa 
per  ton.  Sndi  mle  did  not,  and  conld  not,  ij  any  reasonable  Interpre- 
tation qaallty  another  rule,  which  wta  complete  In  Itself  and  qieclflcally 
prorlded  for  the  application  of  rates  stated  in  cents  per  ton  or  other 
unit.  Sblpmenta  fOnnd  oveicharged  and  reparation  awarded.  Hercolea 
Mlnlnf  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  A^ent,  140. 
Contention  that  lower  rate  remained  in  effect  becanae  new  tarlft  carried 
a  note  that  "  Thta  tariff  contains  no  diangea  In  ratea  from  those  pnb- 
Uahed  effectlTe  Jnne  2S,  1918"  and  becanae  Item  Darning  the  lncrc«aed 
rate  did  not  bear  a  ajmibol  Indlcatliig  an  Increase  over  the  prevlona  rate 
as  rsQulred  by  Tariff  Cnrcular  18-A,  not  sostalned.  "ntrlff  pnbliahlng 
the  Increased  rate  and  canceltbiK  the  previous  tariff  conformed  with  the 
essoitial  requirements  of  die  act  and  was  lawfnll)'  on  file  with  the  Oom- 
mlsslon.  Id.  (lU). 
Rates  named  In  a  tariff  published  after  the  issuance  of  guieral  order 
No.  28  of  the  Director  General,  but  not  to  became  effective  until  after  the 
effectlTe  date  of  that  order,  found  sobject  to  the  Increase  of  20  per  cent 
provided  therenndw.  Growers  Rice  Milling  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as 
Acent,  169. 
i^ipltcable  tariff  provided  for  the  abdication  to  Intermediate  points  of 
rates  from  or  to  the  next  more  distant  station  wben  rates  arc  not 
qvedflcallr  published,  subject  to  the  gmeral  ptoviBct.  "  Sxc^rt  aa  may  be 
otherwise  qwclflcaliy  provided  In  the  tariff."  Seld:  The  publication  of  a 
"rate  basis"  to  tlie  intennediate  points  without  correq»onding  "ntea" 
on  specific  commodities  did  not  operate  to  make  Inapplicable  the  Inter- 
mediate clause.  Shipments  found  overdiarged  and  refnnd  directed. 
Standard  Oil  Go.  t>.  Director  Oaenl,  as  Agent,  472. 

TAXES.    See  Wax  Tax. 

TERMINAL  CHARGES. 

Proposed  establishment  of  terminal  charges  In  addltloD  to  line-haul  rate, 
OB  fruits  and  vegetables  delivered  to  Duane  Street.  New  Tork,  N.  T.. 
when  moving  from  New  Jersey  terminals  of  the  Erie  R.  R.,  found  not 
Juatlfled.    Fruits  and  VegeUbles  to  Duane  St,  N.  T.,  180. 

TERRITORIAL  JURISDICTION.    See  Jurisdiction. 

THREE  CARS.    See  Mtnimx  Cam  SairnHTa. 

THROUGH  AND  LOCAL, 

Through  rate  on  wooden  pipe  from  Tacoma,  Wash.,  to  Webak  and  StlD, 
Greg.,  exceeded  the  aggregato  of  Intennedtate  rates  to  and  from  Blake* 
Junction,  Oi«g.  Reparation  denied  owing  to  failure  of  complainant  to 
prove  payment  of  charges.  Ani«1can  Wood  Pipe  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  16S. 
A  Joint  rate  which  exceeds  the  combination  of  Intermediate  rates  contempo- 
raneously api^lcable  Is  prima  facie  unreasonable.  Id.  (166). 
Rates  oD  com  and  oats  from  Ashland.  Lexington,  McLean,  Rutland.  Stan- 
ford, and  Wenona,  IlL,  to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Mcceeded  the  oggregatea  of 
Intermediate  rates  to  and  from  Bast  St  Louis,  ni.  Reparation  denied 
for  want  of  proof.  Clarke-Burkle  ft  Go.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agutt, 
26S. 
Bates  on  cork  waste  oad  ground  cork,  In  mixed  carloads,  and  on  naQa  In 
bogs  and  In  kegs,  L  &  L,  from  Beaver  Falla,  Pa^  to  Tallulah,  I^  ex- 
ceeded Oie  aggregates  of  intermediate  ratea  to  and  from  Tlcksburg.  lOm. 
Reparation  awarded.    TaUulah  Cotttm  Oil  Go.  v.  A.  &  T.  Ry.  Co.,  TIES. 
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THROUGH  B0UTB8  AND  JOINT  RATES. 

DpoD  BupplementBl  report,  SeH:  In  view  of  the  opinion  of  tbe  Sap'reme 
Conrt  In  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  V.  J.  v.  VnUei  States,  decided  December  5, 1921, 
lindlngs  In  SI  I.  G.  C,  132  and  145,  wherein  carriers'  participation  In 
ioint  ratea  with  conae<;tlDK  itnea  upon  whose  raila  transit  orranfremeDtB 
■re  permitted  white  denying  similar  arraDgementB  at  points  on  (heir 
own  rails  was  fonnd  to  result  In  undue  prejudice,  rerersed.  American 
Oreosoting  Go.  v.  Director  Oeneral,  M ;  Southern  Hardwood  Traffic  Aaso. 
tJ.  Director  General,  67, 

In  view  of  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Conrt  In  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  H.  J.  t. 
United  State*,  decided  December  6,  1921,  order  of  Commission  suspend- 
ing schedules  under  which  carriers  propose  to  withdraw  existing  transit 
arrangements  on  lumber  moving  via  Memphis,  Tenn.,  or  Louisville,  K;., 
frffln  points  on  the  Rock  Island  in  Arkansas  and  Louisiana  to  various 
northern  points,  vacated.    Transit  privileges  on  Lumber.  94. 

Proposed  schedules  by  which  the  application  of  through  rates  on  coal  from 
mines  mi  the  Western  Maryland.  In  connection  with  the  B.  &  O.,  to 
eastern  destinations  would  be  restricted  to  tbe  route  via  Cumberland. 
Md..  Sled  against  the  express  wishes  of  the  originating  carrier  and  whlcb 
would  operate  to  deprive  It  of  Its  long  haul,  found  not  Justified.  Koutlng 
on  Coal  from  Western  Maryland  Ry.  Mines,  lOS. 

Prayer  fur  establtshment  of,  via  a  short  line,  denied  where  point  served 
has  better  transportation  service  thsn  most  towns  of  Its  Rise  In  that 
It  Is  reached  by  two  trunk  lines ;  the  service  which  these  lines  are  pre- 
pared to  and  do  render  Is  entirely  adequate  to  the  needs  of  the  com- 
munity ss  a  whole;  there  was  never  any  necessity  for  the  couatructlon 
of  the  Bh«rt  line;  and  If  defendants  were  to  participate  iu  Joint  i-ates 
or  absorb  the  charges  of  the  short  line,  they  would  be  bulldEng  up  a  com- 
petitor at  their  own  expense,  depleting  their  revenues,  and  creating  a 
dangerous  precedent  Beaver  Sand  Co.  v.  Director  General,  as  Agrat, 
2SS. 

Tbe  mere  fact  that  one  common-carrier  railroad  has  a  physical  connection 
with  another  1«  not  of  Itself  sufficient  ground  upon  which  to  bnse  an  <H-der 
requiring  the  establishment  of  Joint  rates  over  those  roads.  Tbe  ques- 
tion of  whether  or  not  they  should  be  establislicd  Is  one  calling  for  the 
exercise  of  the  CommlssltHi's  Judgment  upon  the  circumstances  and 
conditions  of  each  particular  case,  as  the  act  provides  that  the  Commis- 
sion msy  and  shall  establish  Joint  rates  "  whenever  deemed  by  It  to  be 
necessary  or  desirable  In  the  public  Interest"    Id.  (288-389). 

While  the  existence  of,  would  be  a  convenience  and  result  in  a  financial 
saving  to  certain  shippen,  this  fact  alone  does  not  warrant  their  estat^- 
llahment    Id.  (289). 

Oontentlan  that  nuder  section  19.  paragraph  (4)  of  the  act  the  Commis- 
sion can  not  require  a  carrier  to  continue  to  participate  In  through 
routes  and  Joint  rates  on  ground  that  It  win  secure  greater  levenna 
out  of  longer  hauls  via  other  routes,  not  sustained.  Ointentlon  overlooks 
ftct  that  tbe  the  primary  question  Is  the  juatlflcatlon  of  Increased  rates 
which  will  result.  Furthermore,  the  showing  made  would  Justify  the 
establishment  of  through  rontes  and  Joint  rates  in  the  first  Instance. 
Rate  CancelUtfon  from  Indiana  to  Ohio,  449  (450-451). 
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TIME. 

Upon  mpfilemeiitftl  report,  ord«rg  defining  llmlta  of  ITnKed  StatcB  ataiK 
ard  EaBtem  and  Central  time  sones,  61  L  C  C,  273.  and  53  L  C.  C.  208. 
modified  m  as  to  include  Toledo,  Ohio,  wltbln  tbe  standard  Eastwn  time 
sone.    Standard  Time  Zono  Investigation,  566. 
TORT. 

The  charging  ot  an  onreasonable  rate  li  a  tort,  and  tbe  parties  to  ancb  a 
rate  are  Jointly  and  severally  liable  for  any  resnltlog  damage.    Intema- 
tlonal  Nickel  Co.  t>.  Director  General,  as  Agent.  827  (628). 
THACK  STORAGE. 

Maintenance  of  track-storage  chaise  on  gasoline  and  otber  artlclea  re- 
quiring "inflftinmable"  placards  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Commission,  when  lield  In  tank  can  on  private  tracks  where  owoerablp 
of  the  tracks  and  cars  Is  the  saine,  found  not  unreasonable  or  unlawful 
where  the  private  tracks  are  described  as  "  Hallroad  Premises "  in  « 
mle  of  carriers'  tariffs.  Charge  has  been  In  no  way  burdensome  to 
shippers,  and  Its  purpose  Is  to  promote  safety.  Western  Petroleun)  Re- 
finers' Abso.  v.  a.  &  B.  R.  R.  Co.,  58. 
TRANSCONTINENTAli  RATES. 

Rates  on  fire  brick  from  transcontinental  gronps  A,  D,  B,  and  J  to  San 
Francisco  and  other  California  points,  found  not  unduly  prejudicial  as 
compared  with  rates  to  north  Pa.clflc  coast  points.    Colombit  Sted  Co. 
V.  Director  Qeneral,  as  Agent,  1Q&. 
Bates  on  tapioca.  In  packages,  from  Orange,  Mass.,  to  Pacific  coast  ter- 
minals found  unreasonable  t«  extent  they  exceeded  lower  rates  on  cas- 
sava fiour  and  macaroni  and  noodles.    Reparation  awarded.    Ulnote 
Tapioca  Co.  c.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  267. 
Fifth-class  rate  charged  on  Imported  pickled  she^iskina  from  Pacific  coast 
ports  to.  Atlantic  seaboard  destinations,  found  applicable  but  unreason- 
able to  extent  It  exceeded  tower  commodity  rate  on  domestic  shlpmaiU 
of  sheep  slats  (green),  which  lower  commodity  rate  was  subsequHitty 
established  on  Imported  pickled  sheepskins.    Reparation  awarded.    Tan- 
ners' Council  V.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  41S, 
Domestic  rates  on  import  shipments  of  kapok,  moving  from  San  Prandsco, 
Caltl,  to  New  Tork,  N.  Y.,  and  Boston,  Mass.,  assessed  as  a  result  of  the 
cancellation  of  all  Import  rates  by  the  Director  General  under  general 
order  No.  28.  found  unreasonable  to  extent  it  exceeded  Import  rate  aub- 
sequently  established  on  feathers  and  certain  kinds  of  fiber  wltli  which 
kapok  Is  fairly  comparable.    Separation  awarded.    Dutton  Co.  v.  Direc- 
tor General,  as  Agent,  663. 
TRANSIT-  ABRANGBMBNTS. 
In  General: 

Upon  supplemental  rqmrt.  Held:  In  view  of  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  C.  R.  R.  Co.  of  X.  J.  v.  VnUed  States,  decided  December  S. 
1921,  findings  in  61  I.  C.  C,  132  and  14fi,  wherein  carriers'  participa- 
tion In  Joint  rates  with  connecting  lines  upon  whose  rails  transit 
arrangements  are  permitted  while  denying  stmUar  arT&ogeatents  at 
points  on  their  own  rails  was  found  to  result  In  undus  prejudice, 
reversed.  American  CreosotInK  Co.  v.  EMrector  General,  M;  Sautheni 
Hardwood  Traffic  Asso.  e.  Director  General,  67. 
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THANSrr  ARRANOBMBNTS— Continued. 
In  General — Contlnaed. 

In  Tlew  of  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  In  O.  R.  H.  Co.  of  Jf.  J. 
V.  VnlteS  StatM,  decided  December  R,  1021,  order  of  CommlBaioa 
snspendlng  scbedules   under  whlcb  carriers  propose  to  withdraw 
exlsttns:  transit  arranKements  on  lumber  moving  via  Memphis,  TenB., 
or  Louisville,  Ky.,  from  points  on  the  Rock  Island  In  Arkansas  and 
Louisiana  to  various  northern  points,  vacated.    Transit  PrlvUeges 
on  Lumber,  94. 
Shipments  which  move  from  a  point  of  origin  to  final  deatlnatlon  vrtth 
a  transit  arrangement  are  regarded  as  moving  under  a  single  con- 
tlnnouB  contract  of  carriage.    Capital  Warehouse  Co.  e.  Director 
General,  as  Agent,  6S3  (685). 
Creosotlng:  Upon  supplemental  report  and  in  view  of  the  opinion  of  the 
Supreme  Court  In  C  R.  R-  Co.  of  Jf.  J.  v.  I7nited  Btattt,  decided  Decem- 
ber 9,  1921,  finding  In  81  1.  C.  C,  145,  wherein  carriers'  participation  In 
}olnt  rates  with  cocDectlng  lines  upon  whose  ralla  transit  arrsngraienta 
are  permitted  while  denying  similar  arrangements  at  points  on  Its  own 
rails  was  found  to  result  In  undue  prejudice,  reversed.    American  Creo- 
sotlng  Co.  V.  Director  Qeneral,  64. 
UlDIng;  Higher  charges  published  In  separate  tariffs  found  applicable  to 
shipments  moving  outbound  from  transit  point  and  the  publication  by 
the  Inbound  carrier  of  a  tarllf  naming  lower  charges  without  the  con- 
currence of  Its  connections  found  to  be  a  direct  contravention  of  the 
Commlaalon'a  rules  under  section  6  of  the  act,  and  shipper  Is  Justlfled  In 
retylng  upon  the  lower  basis  of  rates  thus  ofTered.    Reparation  awarded. 
Brenner  Lnmber  Co.  v.  Director  General,  «■  Agent,  806. 
Storage:  Collection  at  transit  point  of  switching  charges  of  a  belt  line 
which  delivered  shipments  to  complainant  for  stora^  and  to  ontboond 
carriers  fOr  movement  to  final  destination,  and  which  were  In  addition 
to  the  through  rate  and  transit  charges,  found  Illegal.    Shipments  which 
move  from  a  point  of  origin  to  final  de!>tlnatIon  under  transit  arrange- 
menta  are  regarded  as  moving  under  a  single  continuous  contract  of  car- 
riage.   Reparation  awarded.    Capital  Warehouse  Co.  v.  Director  General, 
as  Agent,  OSS. 
TRANSPOHTATION  CONDITIONS. 

Penalty  charge  of  SIO  per  car  per  day  on  lumber  held  fbr  reconslgnment 
beyond  48  hours  after  7  a.  m.  of  day  following  notice  of  arrival  found 
not  to  have  been  unreasonable  or  otherwise  unlawful  In  the  past  How- 
ever, under  present  conditions,  with  a  great  nnmber  of  Idle  freight  cars 
and  an  entire  absence  of  congestion  throughout  the  country,  the  dierge 
Is,  and  while  present  conditions  continue  will  be,  nnreasonable.  Ameri- 
can Wholesale  Lumber  Aaso.  v.  Director  Qeneral,  aa  Agent,  89S. 
TRIPLE!  0ARIX)AD8.  Beg  MtJLTiFUC  Cab  SamnnTB. 
TNIFORM  BILL  OF  LADING. 

Upon  petition  for  modification  of  the  CommUslos's  former  report,  84 
I.  C.  C,  SfiT,  service  of  which  waa  made  In  compliance  with  rule  XT 
of  the  Ralea  of  Practice,  and  to  which  no  objectlans  hava  been  raised, 
rales  and  regulations  prescribing  forms  of  uniform  domestic  bill  of  lading 
and  live-stock  contract,  so  as  to  eliminate  doubt  as  to  the  liability  of  the 
consignee  for  charges  and  remove  any  opportunity  for  conCnslon,  an>roved. 
Domestic  Bill  of  Lading  and  Live  Stock  Coatraet,  88. 
UNLOADING.    Sm  Lounna  axb  Ukiouixa. 
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VALUATION. 

PreDmluarr  reports  of  .the  Gommlmloii'a  bureau  ol  raluatloB  SDtmttM  W 
evldeooe  to  «bow  the  cost  of  r^rodnctl(m  new  of  a  bridge  over  the 
Hudson  River  at  Poughkeepsle,  N.  Y.,  conaldeied  bj  tbe  CommlsaloD  Id 
passing  upon  the  reasonableness  of  constmctlve  mileage  over  BuCh  bridgs. 
Constructive  Mileage  over  PonKbkeeptie  Bridge,  230  (232). 
VOLUME  OF  TEAFPia 

Coat  of  service  Includes  not  only  expense  of  (deration  but  taxes  md  the 
proper  capital  charges  Incident  to  tbe  continued  functioning  of  tbe  prop- 
erty.   The  GoQUDlsslon  recognizes  this  when  It  makes  allowance  for 
density  of  trafBc  in  tbe  determination  of  reasonable  rates.    Tbe  share 
of  overhead  costs  fairly  attributable  to  Interchange  traffic  may  likewise 
be  greater,  relatlvdy,  where  tbls  density  Is  low,    New  Bnxland  DIt1> 
Blons,  196  <199). 
While  volume  of  movement  is  an  Important  element  to  be  considered  la 
arriving  at  a  reasonable  rate,  an  excessive  rate  can  not  be  JustlQed  mer^ 
on  account  of  the  fact  that  movements  thereunder  are  infreqaent    Tbs 
maintenance  of  a  rate  that  is  too  high  may  be  one  of  the  causes  of  wbldi 
a  light  movement  la  the  elect.    United  Verde  Extension  Mining  Co.  V; 
U.  V.  &  P.  Ey.  Co.,  877  (878). 
VOLUI<ITABT  REDDCTION.    Sas  Rbdcction  in  Rates  (Bt  Caikieu). 
WA0B3. 

It  Is  Inevitable  that  when  wages  are  Increased  the  carrier  that  prodacM 
less  ton-miles  per  unit  of  labor  will  suffer  disproportionately.    New  En^ 
land  Divisions,  196  (1S9). 
WAR  TAX. 

Tbe  CommlBslon  Is  without  Jurisdiction  to  award  reparation  for  excess  war 
taxes  paid.    Weaver  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Dtrectoi  Qeneral,  as  Agent. 
297  (290). 
WATER  CARRIER. 

Ore  Carrying  Corporation,  a  water  line  operating  under  a  common  ax 
rangement  with  a  rail  carrier  for  the  continuous  carriage  of  tbron^ 
interstate  traffic,  found  to  be  a  common  carrier  subject  to  the  act,  whldi 
may  lawfully  receive  from  its  trunk  line  connections  reasonable  dlvlsioas 
of  Joint  Interstate  rates,  under  appropriate  tarilTs.  Ore  Carrying  Corpo- 
ration V.  C.  R.  R.  Go.  of  N.  J..  811. 
WEIGHT.    See  tUao  itimuvu  Weioht. 

Actual:  Carriers  should  not  be  required  to  accipt  weights  ascertained  by 
sbti^wrs  on  private  scales.    Providence  Fmlt  h  Produce  Exchange  v. 
Director  General,  as  Agent,  300  (301). 
Estimated: 

Charges  on  sweet  potatoes  based  od  scale  wel^ts,  and  on  peedws 
based  upon  estimated  weights,  obtained  at  points  of  origin,  found  not 
to  have  been  unreasonable.  Shippers  did  not  wdgh  shipments  at 
destinations;  estimated  weights  souf^t  wonld  not  fairly  repressnt 
actual  weights;  and  a  check  of  tariffs  several  years  back  Aowed  no 
provision  for  estimated  weights  on  these  commodltiM.  Oyler  ft  Son 
«.  L  ft  N.  E.  R.  Op..  176. 
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WEIGHT — GoDttBoed. 
BBtlmated — Con  tlaocd. 

Ctuirgw  on  cabbage.  In  cntttt,  baaed  on  eatimated  weights  foimd  not 
tmreaKmable  bec&aae  In  esc«BB  of  tboee  based  on  aclnol  weigbta. 
HilB  comaodl^  moves  with  other  perlabable  freight  and  dae  to 
varying  qoantltleB  of  Ice  In  bunkers  It  la  Impracticable  to  accnrately 
weigh  contents  of  cars  on  track  scales.    To  stop  shipments  en  ront« 
tor  weighing  would  result  in  delay  and  disarrange  the  movement. 
Under  anch  conditions  a  ayatem  of  estimated  weights  la  not  merely 
•  convKilence  bat  a  practical  necessity.    Providence  Fruit  A  Produce 
Kxchange  v.  Director  General,  as  Agent,  300. 
Scale:  Chargee  <»  aweet  potatoes  based  on  scale  weights,  and  on  peaches 
based  upon  estimated  weights,  obtained  at  points  of  origin,  found  not  to 
have  beoi  unreasonable.    Shippers  did  not  weigh  shipments  at  destina- 
tions ;  estimated  weights  soucbt  woald  not  fslrlj  represent  actual  weights ; 
and  a  check  of  tariffs  several  years  back  shows  no  provision  for  eetl* 
mated  weights  on  tlieae  commodities.    Oyler  A  Son  v.  L.  A  N.  R.  R, 
Co.,  176. 
WHAT  TRAFFIC  WILL  BBIAB. 

Increases  applied  nnder  Inoreaaed  Ratet,  IttO,  08  I.  0.  C.  220,  on  lamber 
and  forest  products  from  varlons  states  sontb  of  the  Ohio  River  to  c  f.  a. 
and  otber  deAned  territories,  disturbed  the  relationship  formerly  existing 
between  northern  and  southern  produdttg  points  to  common  markets,  and 
attributed  to  a  genend  d^ression  in  tbe  lumber  Industry.  Rates  as 
so  Increased  found  unreasonable  for  the  future  and  reasonable  basis 
bearing  a  closer  relstlonsblp  to  that  which  existed  prior  to  the  Increases 
prescribed.    Southern  Haidwood  TralBc  JkMOO.  v.  L  G.  R.  R.  Co.,  69. 
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